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PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS. 
TWENTY-SBECOND CONGRESS—FIRST SESSION. | 


Fripay. Jery 6, = 


SENATE — The resolution ‘ tik red. soure days ago. by Mr. BEN- 
TON, calling on the Secretary o. the ‘Treasury for :oformation as to | 
the items Which woald be deducied from the gross receipts of Public 
Lands, previous to a division of the proceeds, was agreed to. | 

Several bills from the Naval Coimmittee, were severally considered 
and ordered to a third reading. 

The bill for the relief of Invalid Pensioners of the United States, 
was cousidered, amended on motion of Mr. FUO'T, and ordered to be 
read a third time 

Tarif’ Bul.—Mr CLAY moved that the other orders be postponed, 
and that the special order of the day, the "Tariff Bill, be taken up 
The motion was concurred m, and the Senate then preceeded, as 
i» Committee of the Whole, to consider the amendments from 
Committee on manufactures, 

‘he amendment to the 19th line of the 3d section, to strike out 
the effect of which is to take them from the articles enn- 


he 


mill stoues,”’ 
meraled um the section as exempt row duty . and leave them at the pre- 
seat rale, was agreed lo. 

‘The amendment to the 23d line of the same, to strike out“ spy- 

glasses, telescopes, sextanis, and quadrants,”’ was agreed te. 
‘The amendment to insert, in the 24th Ime of the same, as exempt 
from duty, the following articles, “limes, lemons, pine apples, cocoa 
nuts and shelis, tris or orris root, arrow root, bole ammoniac, colombo 
root, annotto, anise seed, oil of anwe seed, oil of cloves, eulomin seed, 
‘ rsaparila, balsam tola, assafaetida, ava root, alcornoque, capella alba, 
eascarila, harlem gil, hartshorn, manna, senna, tapioea, vanilla beans, 
oil of almonds, nvux vomiea, amber, plativa, busts of marbie, metal or 
plaster, strings of musi al mstraments, flints, kelp, kermes, pims, nee- 
dies, and mother of pearl,” was agreed to. 

Mr. CLAY moved to add to the same “raw or unmanoafactured | 
hair: which was aiso agreed to. 

The amendment Mm « ith line of the same, to imsert ” provided that 
pothing in this Act contaimed shall be so construed as to reduce the du- 
ties upon alum, copperas, muriatic, nitric, or sulphuric acids, refined 
saltpetre, blue vitriol, carbonate of soda, read lead, white lead or hth- 
arge, or combs,’ was further amended by including “‘ manganese ” 
and “ sugar ef lead,’ and thus agreed to. 

Mr. DICKERSON moved to add w the end of the same section, 
among the medical drugs and other articles now liable to an ad valorem 
duty of lh per centum, au { therein excepted, the words ** sulphate of 
quinine, corrosive sublimate, calomel, magnesia, and glober salts.” Thus 
imendment was agreed to 

The amendment to strike out “ the 4th section ” of the bill was next 
taken up. ‘This section goes to repeal so much of the existiog law as 
requires the addition of ten or twenty per ¢ entum to the cost or value of 
goods in estimating the daties thereon. ' 

Mr. DICKERSON sail, he was disposed to pass over this 2mend- 
meut for the striking out of the sechon at present 

Mr. DUDLEY «aid, he hoped the amendment would be passed over, 
and that the section for the repeal would be ellowed to remain in 
the bill. 

The amendment to the L]th eection was then considered. 
tion relates to a drawback of duties on the exportation of 
ported ; the amendment adds to the end of the section, “ pr 
no drawback shail be allowed on a less quantity of cordage than 5 tons. 
li was agreed to. 

The amendment to 
jected, with consent. 

Section 17. “ And all fossil and erude mineral salt shall pay four 
cents per bushel of fifly-six pounds.” 

Mr. DICKERSON said. the Committee of the Senate had 
the duty too high, and the amendment proposed to substitute “ twe ” in 
place of fout cents, as the duty on sal! 


The aPC 
goods iin 


vided that 


strike out the L- th section *' of the bill was re- 


thonght 


Mr. SPRAGUE proposed to amend this amendment by making the | 


duty “15 per centum ad valorem.” 


It was decided as out of order, in the present stage of the bill; and | 
The amendment of the Committee | 


Mr. 8. withdrew his proposition. 
was then agreed to. 

The amendment to insert at the end of the 1°th section. which re- 
lates to the bonding of goods im the custom-house stores, whether im- 
ported before or after the passing of the bill, and enacts that they shall 
be subject to no other duty than if they were unported after that date, 
the words “and if the duties, or any part thereof. on the articles de- 
posited as aforesaid, shall have been )? ud previous to the said third of 


March, the amount so paid shall be refanded to the person importing | 


and depositing the said articles,”’ was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert the following at the end of the 
bill. “And if the dates, or part thereof, on the articles deposited, 


(under bond in the cust rpa-hye use stores, ) as aforesaid, shall have been 
paid previous to the said third d iv of M arch, the amount, so paid. shail be | 


refunded to the person importing and depositing said articles.” 
This amendment was adopted 

The last amendment of the Committee was then considered, 
ads as follows: 

Section 2, line 37. After the word part, msert “the duties following, 
that is to say. such other manufactures of wool, or of which wool isa 
component part, the actual value of which, at the place from whence 
imported, shall not exceed fifty cents the square yard, shall be deemed 
to have cost fifty cents the square yard, aud pay a duty thereon of thirty- 
five per centum. And all such other manufactares of wool, or of which 
wool is a component part, the actual value of which at the place from 
whence imported, shall exceed fifty cents the square yard, and shall notex- 
ceed two dollars and fifty cents the square yard, shall [be deemed to have 
cost two dollars and fifly cents the square yard, and] pay a duty there- 
on of thirty-five per cent. Andon all such other manufactures of wool, 
or of which weil in a component part, the actual value of which, at the 
places whence imported, shall exceed two dollars and fifty cents the 
square yard, there shall be levied a duty of thirty-five per centum ad 
valorem.” 

Mr. DICKERSON, in supporting this amendment, remarked, that 
since wool was protected, the woollen manufactures should be equally 
so. The protection of the manufactured article from wocl, would act 
beneficially to agriculturists themselves—the growers of wool ; for the 
consequence was, that the more the manufacture was increased, the 
more wool would be consumed. The woollen trade was of the greatest 


and 


= 


| practice of the British Government to defeat our acy 


gentleman from New Jersey comtended that the du 


lagree with bum. 


‘importance to os, and on it might be said to hang the interests of the 


agriculturists in a paramount degree. The necessity of this part of our 
industry was of the last importance to the country; and when it was 
proposed by genutiemen to do aw ay with its protection he could not but 
say, that they would so subserve the British interest. He alluded to the 
| neces in manufac- 


turing, by meeting us with specifie daties, and instanced that on glass 
Under such circumstances, our woollens required more protection than 
was given them by the bill, and, therefore, the Coummittee had proposed 
thisamendment. He was of opinion, that winist the change proposed 


| . . , . - , ° a i , ' 
would be beneficial to the manutacturers, it gave a considerable Hoon to 


7 eT 
urse cioths 


the South, by the low duty imposed on the cheap 

Mr. SMITH said, he did not rise to ent 
question, but to explain a difference as to 
trom New Jersey. (Mr. Diexerson.) and himself 
had taken the vear 1224. when we passe ¢ the Act raising the duty on 
wool, and said that the English duty of 15 cents per lb. was repealed, 
in Consequence of our \ect This was not so Mr S. recolle ted well 
that when the bill of 24 was under consideration, he rose in his place. 


and sints d that al the very time we were a? ou wool. 


r into any argument on this 


‘ 


i iets i t 


tween the Senator 
a i ' 
Phat gentieman 


7 . se ot . 
Mi iaisili our auty 


the English were about reducmg theirs; and that the course pursued by 
Great Britain would operate more to our Geacvantage than anv advan- 


lage we could expect to gain by inerease of dnt What was the 
7 : . R- ™ 
answer of gentlemen at that tune? Why, that Great Britain only held 


The 


.S mt 24 was very 


out this threat in terrorem to prevent us frou gy our duty. 


considered then. 
i ditlerent storv. 


trifling—a mere modicum. Why, sir, it was mot s 
Gentlemen who favored the measnre at that time told 
By the Act of "16, the duty was 25 per centam.to become the next 
vear 20, and so on; but by the Act of "24. the duty increased to 
332. and this was cousidered by ail at that time as a very high rate of 
duty. 

With respect to the glass spoken of by the Senator, he could not 
ile. t. Ir =..) Was al one tiie ti inporter of glass to 


and the drawback to the amount of the excise in 


was 


' 


S ! 
a considerable amouut 


Foeland, was alwavs giventhem. So it was wih regard to calicoes. 
Thev gave us back. said he, the full ameunt of the excise on that ar- 
ticle. So also in Ireland with respect to linens. ‘There was an excise 
of a peuny-ha'f-penuny a yard on this last art le, which has since beeu 


repealed, und now it came to us at a penny hail-penny dearer. 
Mr. HOLMES adverted to the pol ic y follows 


1=1%, in raising the duty on foreign wool from one 


by Great Britain in 


penny sterung to six- 


peuce. It had so continued tll 1625, when it was iepealed and put at 
the old rate. In the 96th number of the Echubarg Review, there was’ 


an exce Nent article which showed the fallacy of uat ahowmg the duty 


ou woolleus and on wool, to go hand in hand, of net reducing the one. 
and at the same time redueing the other. But ii was found by a Com- 
mittee ot luvestig tron, that the | not goon withont 


manufacturers coald 
having foreign fine wool to mix with their coarse, and without the one 


‘they conld not consume the other. 


Vir. DICKERSON said, he r collected tl " 
by the Senator from M irviand, that if they 
wool, the British would reduce the duty en thar im; 


hed been told, in }=24. 
V pc rease a Liat pre 


mrtoate 


lection on 
ns of the 


articles, and defeat the protection. " s he thong)ht. at the time. high- 
‘ly probable. If we bad been content!» tuke ir wo ns as before. 
they would net have reduced their daty; U: were watching the pro- 
gress of our legrsiation and beran this Gieusrre i efeatus. Pheyw ad 
have much preterred to xeep up theu adults uld be sent here and 
the tax levied on wus Bot he did not ' hey would have put 
lown their datv, bat for the consideration Uit they were determined to 


supply us in spite of our legislation 
Very hitth Wiis a } ior w jw? 


. the duty on woo! 


amounted to about SIV)000: and we | {a tax to Great Britain in 
that vearto thatamount. With respect to giess, tne excise m 1°25 
wis reduce 1 to 45 shillings, anc the tt w baa k was rent ut bd: so th il 
there is, at this moment, 20 shillings Wluch they pay for the sake of 


supplying us with that arti le. 

Mr. CLAY cousidered the ques Ife was of 
the oprmion that he could easily shew that the amendment would be be- 
‘eficial to the manufacturer; and he could also prove to the geutlemen 
i from the South, that it was mere favorable to that section than the bill 
las itcame from the Hous: rebutted the argument that we are 
anght indebted to Engiand as regarded her free trade principle; that. 
i with her, it did tot eEXxest tn re ality : and snow ed. bY an invoice of duties 
charged on the importation of compressed glass; manufactured in this 
country, at the port of Greenock, (Seotiand, } that on this article her du- 
recentum: the first cost, &c. of the glass beg seven 
1@ pence st ring, and the duty charged on 

=o that che idea of the Briush Free Trade 


nm most ipportan’. 


ty was 1532 pe 
poundsten shillings and ni: 
this pearly nineteen pr 
. - 2 ‘ 
was aitogether erroneous 
| One clavse of the bill as it came from the other House unposed a 
i . , . . 
, common duty, without anv discrinmmation of the Vaive of the article, of 
| 50 per centum; the amendment from the Committee op Manufactures 


A nd 


u—that on fabrics be- 


, 
noas. 


' 


/made a proper discrimmmation of the value and Changed the rate. 
/it might be said that it 
tween >) cents and SZ - 


embraced buat one miuimo 
the first one was but nominal, embracing 
articles between 3O and 5} cents. 
| periority im the advantages given by the amendment of the Senate 

Committee, over the bill as it came from the Huse. 
| clothing necessary for the South, it was particularly favorable: and the 
| burden would only fall upon the middling classes, as wellin the Fast (if 
not more so) as in the South. Many gentlemen were of opinion that 
specific daties were preferable to duties ad valorem, as, in the first case, 


the mode proposed, the winiinum duty would have the same effect. 


and he should therefore move to strike out, in the 14th, 1Sth, aud 16th 
lines, the words ** be deemed to have cost two dollars and fifty centsthe 
square yard,” to try the question on the minimums atonce, His object 
was to bring before the Senate this principle of minimums, which the 
Senator from Kentucky called the most efficient feature in the bill, and 
which the Senate would at once perceive would greatly increase the 
duty. Inthe bill that came from the Secretary of the Treasury, these 
duties ranged from five to thirty per centum ; inthe bill from the House 
they ranged from five to fifty per centum, without having minimums in 
fether; aud in the amendment it is proposed that the daty shall be cal- 
culated on every yard of cloth costing from 50 cents to $2 50, as if it 
cost $2 50 cents. The first objection to this clause was, that it was a 
great enlargement of the existing Tariff. The present law provides 
that all woollen goods costing 50 cents and under one dollar, shall be 
deemed to have cost one dollar, and pay duty accordingly. This amend- 





In this. he thonght there was a sn-' 


To the cheap | 


there was no danger of fraud: and Mr. C. went on to show, that in| 


Mr. HAYNE said, his desire was to bring this question to the test: | 


meut provides that all woollens from 50 cents to $2 50, shall be deemed 
to have cost SZ DW, thereby doubiung the cuty om the coarse articles. It 
was true that, under the former law, the duty was 45 per centum; but 
under the proposed nominal rate of duty of Jo per centum on the 
minimum of $2 50, the duty will, tn fact, amount te °7 cents per yard. 
and the entire class of articles between 50 cents and $1 50, will pay a 
duty ranging from 60 to 170 per ceutam. Mr. HH. viewed this enor- 
ious increase of duty to amount to a prolnbition of te coarser articles ; 
aud the real object of the amendment unquestionabiy was, te give an 
entire monopoly to the manutacture of cloths worth from 50 cents to 
S250. But negro cloth was to be excepted. New negro cloths, Mr 
il. said, were plaims, not made in the United States at ail, or if made, 
to a very limited extent. That those coarse cloths were consumed 
at the North as well as at the South. the geutieman was mistaken in 
supposing ; there was no coarse article consumed atthe Nerth. But 
lie entire lm portation of such articles was to a very limited extent: not 
exceeding about 500,000. And here be must remark, that one of the 
jeciious to the proposed minimums arose from the differ- 
ence in the amount of the articles in which it would operate, compared 
with the amount to be adnuw'ted at a low duty. By a statement of the 
‘Treasury he held in his hand, it would be seen that the whole emount 
of the importation of negro cloths and other coarse articles, was only 
S600.000, while of those costing from =i to S2 20, tne in portations in 
S30, were S2.573.701, and last year exceeded 34,000,000. So that. 
wWilile on a very limited importation the duties are to be reduced, thev 
are to be enormously increased on articies amounting to between two 
and four milhons. ‘The higher priced articies of woollen cloths costing 
above $2 50. amounted only to S=U.000, and were made to avery 
limited extent im the United States. So much so, that 35 per centum 
was deemed by the gentlemen themselves an adequate protection ; for 
the £e nileman had declared that he vould not go one cent below au 
adequate protection. Ile should be glad, therefore, to know where, in 
ali this, was the yielding tothe South that the renileman talked so much 
of. le had explicitiy declared that he would vield nothing of the 
protection, and is seeking to merease very largely the duties on the great 
mass of wi One word more the minimums. What are 


sirongzest ober 


moue ns. as to 


they ’ Wi vs they declare thal an artich which ts worth no more. und 
actually costs only 50 cents, shall be deemed and taken to have eost 


bail f 
&2 50, and pay a duty accordingly. Could any thing be more unfair. 


unjust. or more extravagant? If you appiv this principle te 
ihe peopie ot the | nited States in the Way ol direct taxation. it would 
not be submitted to for amement. How would 
an income tax, and then say that every 


nmighe 


it ansWer to impose 
iwan’s income, uo matter what 
it was, shall be deemed to be $1,000 and that lie shali pay a tax accord- 
ingly, or that his still shall be taxed 5O cents per gallon, but shail be 
deemed to contain 100 gallons, and taxed at that rate’? The misnimam 
provisiod Was a more cunning contrivance by which to conceal the 
truth. from the people— making them pay. as in the case before us, a 
tak, Say « f 150 per centam, and atthe same tine telling them that they 
were only to pay 3o per centum. % ; 

But the gentleman from Kentucky =) that the minimums are to 
guard agamesta false valuation. Why ave wu now no means of as 
certaming the true value of mmported @iicle-? If the gentleman is 
night, why have ad vaiorem daties atall? Surely the laws now pro- 
vile, or the Treasury Department can devise a system by which the 
custom-houses can always koow the actual vetue of the articles entered 
If this caunolybe dove, you must adopt miginvwms or specific duties 
throughout your whole system. But h® « eat) dees thie DERE 
subject; it required no argument to show that ad valorems were the 
All others must be most un- 


i 
he 
: 


larest rates of duty that could be adopted. 
equal and unjast. 

"To him the greatest olnections ts tninimums was that they increased 
the duty on the coarser aud cheaper articles. und fell most heavily ou the 
Copsumption of the poor. 

Before he sat down, Mr. H. said, he would reply to the statements 
made by the genileman from kentucky, with regard to the exportation 
if na case of 2} 138. Vi ined at £7. to Grreat Britain - but ne would first 
remark that every thing relating to that country, always sets the gentle- 
man from New Jersey in as fierce a flame as one of his owl furnaces 
to have a holy horror at every thing English—and why ? 
Because togland sold her non so mach che aper than his eould be 
prodaced here. But the gentleman thinks high duties lessen prices. 


—he seemed 


‘Is it not passing strange that when vou impose a tax on wool and sail 
j z : 


duck, these gentlemen tel! us it increases the price 


when you tax the article they want to sell, why, it 
price; and with them, when &G Ta tax, it always 
furnishes a reasom for imposing additior u our own people 
Suppose Great Britain were to repeal her Corn Laws to-morrow ; we 
should then hear aclomer from al! the manufacturers of the countrys 
for increased protection. But as io ths exportation of glass. The gen- 
tleman from Kentacky takes this sal] tselated case, and presents it as 
an instance of suecessful competition with British manufactures, in 
This was a small affair in- 
deed, and he was satisfied that no glassware would ever be exported to 
Eugland worth mentioning. Although this glass paid a high duty, buat 
fow of our exports to England paid mere than a very moderate one, 
But with respeet to articles of theirs, thac we imported, many of them 
paid even a much higher rate of duty than the glass spoken of by the 
Senator from Kentucky. Here are invoices of a great variety of articles 
| imported into this conutry: green and red baizes paying a duty of 300 
per centum; swansdown vesting,a duty of 203 per centum; shawls and 
| leno muslins taxed as high as 175 percentam; and he could go through 
a long list, and show the gentleman from Kentncky, that the duties on 
some of them ran up as high as 399 per centum. There were flannels. 
_which a respectable merchantef Philadelphia assured him, could be 
purchased in England at 8 cents, and are now, by this bill, to pay a du- 
ty of 16 cents. Fine salt wastaxed as high as 200 per centum; be 
could show piles of such articles, on which exorbitant duties were laid 
| But it was not the rate of duty on any particular article which formed 
the proper subject for comparison, but the general rate of duties be- 
tween the two countries. And here he would say that, while the great 
thass of exports were received by Great Britain at a duty almost 
nominal, the great mass of British exports were taxed almost to prohi- 
bition. 

Mr. H. coneluded by expressing a hépe that this minimum would be 
stricken ont, and that if gentlemen are resolved to merease the daty 
on woollens, and carry it up even beyond the Tariff of 1828, they would 
do it openly and abeve board. If we are to pay 50, 60, or 100 per 
centum for the protection of the domestic manufactares, say so in plain 


-~ 


of the articie: but 
’ always lessens the 
wreat Britain takes Of ; 


al bardens 


consequence of the svstem ol pr tection. 


ee 





with a minimum of $2 50. 


terms, which every one can understand, and do not call it 35 per cent. 
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Mr. W EBSTER was of 0 opinion thet the section of the bill, without | 
the amendment, was altogether deficient. He denied that the woollen 
manufacturers had realized high profits; and, in his jadgment, the duty 
of fifty per centam ad valorem would not support them. He could see 





noe objection to the minimum pri: Cc iple ; : it was on the same footing as 

that of a specific duty. ‘The prineiples in both were the same, but the 
former adde dace osthention that was beneficial. 

Mr. TAZEWELI 


.. after a few remarks in reply to the Senator from 
M asgac } itis lis, i Vr. 


Wensster,) observed that this amendment em- 
almost eve ry de se} ption of woollen goods ; six different kinds, 

east, he believed aded in it, so that few were lell free 
peration; it covered almost every importatios wn of the kind that 

came into this country. He wished pou tiv to direct atiention to 
from the 1mimense increase 


were ioe! 


wich woul ! re sult ii this Cise 
would take i the mode w oe thi bi l wou r carry 
tion, in estimating the duties by c “ luting the British pou: 
tS4 80in place of 4 44. Und ald be comprehended one- 
hurd of the whole The ortat TT 18. and was « juivalent 
J74 per ce ste mn. It amounted to a AL bition on articles of 
To the supply re quire “dd population, we did not manufac- 
ire within ourse lve s within five millious dollars’ worthof a sufficienc \- 
eu millions dollars’ worth of foreign articies, required by us, were 
imported last year; and on the change in the poner se of value 
yiven to the potnd sterling, WOU! id be taniamount toa pro! i! | tion? : and 
when of ‘u resulted in a revolu 
Lidts Gentlemen talked much of the for protection wo our 
our woollen manufactures existed before the Revo- 
even prior to that. one-half the people were clothed in 


ine etiect 
place Inte — 
Th ste rj ihn’ 
itiis WW 
to au increase of 
necessa;&ry 


+} iis 


prohibitions agruding deseriplion, O81 


- 
Hecessly 


_ 
—_ 
— 
- 
7 


ws 
lutenvary War: 


theirrown manufiectures. Of the period antecedent to 1812, we cau 
“pea thout hesitation; and it is known that the country was then 
prod. 7 more than the one-half of allthat was worn. It was as clea 
of proof es tigares could make it, that tvom the imcrease in salenieiion 
the value of every Britsh pound’s worth of goods naported trom 34 44 
to 4 $V, that which paid 50 per centum, nominally, would reaily pay 
“74. But we were told a boon, forsooth, was given to the South by 
only laying 5 per centum on coarse woollens. On making a calcula- 
mn of the numbers of persons mm the South who would benett by 
importation of thse coarse manulacture at the decreas d duty . 
verage benefit would be one suit of clothes for every two 
indred inhabitants; and Charleston, in whose favor it was said 


atiits i el tha =. A 
re fore JSouthern 
‘e of this 


Hnposition of du- 


@ alteration was made, would just receive twelve 
' tits of ciothes to Cliarleston. and 
mild vote tor measure in Ccousequem 


ry, he contended. of th 


the enor- 


: j me ' TI Qn t} a 
Wrus aoerdity ii sact 





' 
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The question was then taken on the remaining part of the amend 


ment as amended, fixing the duty at 60 per centam on the woollens 
that were provided for by jhe minimums, and decided in the affirmative, 
as follows: 











\ eas— Messrs. Bell, 


Chambers, Clay, 
Dudley, Ewing, Foot, 


Frelinghuysen, 


Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, 
Hoimes, Johnston, Knight, 


Nandain, Pomdexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Ruggles Seymour, Silsbee, 
Sprague, Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins—25. 
NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Urbb, Brown, Buckner, Filis, Forsyth, 
Grundy, Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marcy, Mil- 
ler, Moore, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, Tyler, 


W hite—2:). 

Mr. POINDEXTER then moved a reconsideration of this last vote, 
on the ground that he hod mistaken the question, and, the motion hav- 
mg been carned, the amendment, as amended, was put in the same 
situation as it stood before the vote was taken 

Mr. EWING then moved further to amend the amendment, by strik- 
iag out the following words: “and all such other manufactures of 
wool, or of which wool is a b Compo nent part, the actual value of whica, 
al the places Vv he nce jmnoried, suall exe real f wo dollars and fi ily ectits 
the square yard, there shall be levied a duty of 35 per centum ad valo- 
rem: and also striking out » words “the actutl value of which, at 
the place from whence impor ed, shall exceed ity cents the square 
yard.” ‘The object of Mr. amendment was troy the diseri- 
mination between course per centutn, al d higher } riced 
ai So per centum duty, and il pay GU per centum. 

‘The amendment was carried, us follows: 

) FAS—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Ch: 
Dickerson, For 
Knight, Naudain, Prentis - ‘bbine, Ruggh es, Seymour, 
Sprague, Tomlinson, Wa: , VWwebster, W 

NAY S—Me Benton, “Bibb. brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, 
Hayne, Hendricks, Hill, Kane, Ning, Mangum, Miller, Moor 
Poindexter, Robinson. Dazewe i, Tipton, Tyler, T roup, W hite25. 

The question was thea taken on the am ndment, as modified, and it 
was rejected, as follows, the Vice President voting in the negative: 


YEAS—Messrs. 


lo des 
woolleus at OU 
to make 
umbers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Vudiey, Ewiug, Frelinghuys », Holmes, Johnston, 
Silsbee 
ikins—25. 
ssrs. 
Mare ‘; 


Syoith,’ 


Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, 
Dudley, Ewing, Foot, dpe iy sev, Holmes, Johuston, Knight, Nau- 
dain, Prentiss, Robbins, Rage! *, Silsbee, Sprague, 'loimlin- 
son, Waggamaa, We Vice P hentdent —2)), 


uster, \\ 
NAYS—Mesars. By uton, [ ‘bb. brown, Buckner, Eli 


~e 5 wmaur 
silis, 
e, Forsyth, 


os le» ane y ) 4 : . : . 
Gruudy, Hayne, Heudricks, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Marev, Mil- 
.% , . ¥. i s k re 2 TT, 

r. ws0O0TR, boinde xier,. Robins io. sc itTilldi, 2BUZECWeI, I y Ui), ioup, 
T I r VV hit , 84 

5 i. ) fiiw a ae “Bo 


“three and a haif,”’ 
Comuittee. 


Mr. CLAY resumed the motion to insert “four” 


——. 


cents instead of 
ou the square yard of cotton bagging ; lost in the 


The motion was carried by the following vote : 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Backner, C hambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas. 
Dickerson, wing, Foot, Frelmghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, John. 
ston, Knight, Nandain, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Sprague, Tipton, 
Tomlinson, Wagganan, We bsier, Wilkins—24. 

NAY: SMe ssrs. Bibb, Brown, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grandy, 
Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, Mangum. Marcy, Miller, Moore, Poindex, 
ter, Robinson, Sinith, Tazewell, ‘Troup, 'T yle r, White—21. 

Mr. HAY NE moved to strike outthe proviso (constituting aman UM | 
at the end of the 12th clause of the 2d section, relative to articles many. 
factured in whole, or of which the greatest weight shall be of sheet, rod. 
boop, bolt, or bariren. 

‘The motion was negatived, as follows: 

¥ LAS—-Mesers. Benton, Bibb. Brown, 
Hayne, Hill, Kane, King, M ngum, Marey, 
Smith, Tazewell, Tro ip, Tyler, White—20. 

NAY S—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, C ate ith Clay, Clayton, Dallas, 
Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes 
Johusto u, Knight, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Sprague 
Lipton, ‘Tomlinson, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins—-25. 

Mr. MARC # moved to strike cut 45, as the duty on ingrained 
carpe ling, and to insert 35. 

‘Phe motion was ag 

Mr. FORSYTH moved 
40 to 25. 

The motion was lost. 

Mr. FORSYTH moved to amend the 15th section, which relates to 
the mode of appraising the ad valorem duties by adding all charges 

‘except lusurance, by iuserting, after insurance,“ freight and com- 
twission., 


Ellis, 
lope 


Forsyth, Grand) 
Moore, Poindexte; 


rre< 4 to. 


to reduce the duty on sewing silk from 


Atter SOE ¢ x! | mat ns, the mot iit ion Vi 

Mr. FORSYT Hom 
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Mr. MILLER 
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as withdiawn. 


ved another amendment relative to nankeens: 
moved to strike out “ four t : 1,”’ the d 
moved ou our cents per pour tne duty 
wl the value of which shall exceed eight cents, leay- 
ig the duty ata Pper centum i ul valorem. 

The motion Was pe var -s 1hb—Noes BI. 

Witheamendments having been gone through with, the Senate. at:’ 
’ ‘ 
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ies tending to lessen the price, was altogether fallacious; he was sur- ‘The question was then taken on the amendment as modified, and it} = 4ir. MILLER moved further to amend the bill by striking out the Mr. FO 
) t ha doctrine being wearer ued. When the d Iniv on wool | was rejected, as tullows, the Vice President voting Nang ages mice ngs Ixth section, as follows would be t 
\' i wis such the eect, he ask rit re nth men were sine ere in VI .AS—Me sSSTS. ise! i, 4 hana rs, ¢ iV. Cj iyion, Dali ls. i if kerson, sec LION b. in if frartie reenact d. TT} if from and afterthe Od day: the Taritl o 
fof their own doctrine,this d ae muuld beputonagain. He again Dudk vy, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Johnston, nig ht. Nau- Mareh, afore said, the duties on all wool manufactures of wool, or of which piil—he ku 
ted to the woollen duties under the Act of ]=28, the Bill of Abom- | dain, Prentiss, Robbins, Rugeles.S ymour, Susbee, Spi » Poulin. | Wor lis a component part, shall be paid in eash, withoutdiscount, or, at th whom it Ww 
4 tions, as it had been denomination by the gentleman from Massa- | son, Waggaman, Webster, VWViikins—J4. option « iT the porter, be placed the puble stores, under bond, at his venue laws 
. ter the epithet appl: “l to it by the Senator from Marylan l, NAY S—Messrs. Benton. Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Elis, Forsyth, risk, subject to thy pavyinent of the cust mary storage and charges, at the next 
iy | Suarn,) and argued that the present bill would increase those | Grundy, Hayne, ks, 24th, Rane, King, Mangum, Marey, ind to the payment of interest at the rate of six per centum per the people. 
mid that bill, though to the pablic eye apparently iess, by the | Miller, Moore, Poindexter, . h, Tazewell, 'Tipt n,'Vroup, |#2nuam while so stored : Pye / tnat the duotv on the articles so stored Mr. CL 
luing the p d sterling at 84-0 from 4 44, and in the } Tyler, \WV hite—24 shall be paid one-half in three | one-half in six months from the would not 
consideration of 35 per centam, it would in reality, unde: | Mr. WEBSTER then Moved to a | the second tion, in the | date of importatio Provided, also, hat, if any instalment of duties by Although 
made of calevlation, amount to a duty of 54 3-LO0Uths; yet th beth ine, yy “UIKING ou famd inserting 57, so asto make the dt ty |e rt pad When the same shall have become due. so much of the said would be 
- » measure gave no credit for this increase. In conclasien, | on all Woollen cloths and ly made clothing, at o7, lustead | ’ 50 per | there handise as may be necessary to discharge such instalment shall be Mr. FO 
he hop neadment would not be adopted. j cet nin ad valorem. sold at public auction, and, retaining the sum necessary for the payme), decided in 
Mr. WEBSTER denied thatany delusion was practised on the peo- The aun ndiwen wns ¢ rie the following vote: : a of such istaline nt of t we duties..tog ther with the expenses of safe- YEAS- 
ind as regarded the principle of mini ius, it was also well un- Y EAS—Mesers., Sell, Ch ats, Ciay, © layton, Dallas, Dieker- Keeping and sale of such soods, the ove rp lus, if ar y, Shall be returned King, Ma 
lorctaad by them. con, Dadiey, Lwing, reot, Pre iInzgouUyseN, Llolmes, Johnston, Knicht,. by the collector. to the importer. or owner . or to his agent or lawtul Wihite—I 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN said, he shou!d vote for striking ont the | Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Kuggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, | presentative: And prorided, also, that the importer, owner, or consignee NAYS 
minimume, which secmed to be so unpopular, and against which so Tinto , LOINUNSON, \agzaman, Webster, Wilkins—: we of such goods, mav, at any time after the deposite shall have been Dickerso! 
tnneh exci ent eXis but at the same time he expressed his deter-] _ NA) S—-Messrs. Beut wr: bibb, Brow My Buckner, Elis, Por yih, = le, withdi ~ ene whole or any part thereof, on paying the duties on Johnston, 
4 nation, at a proper pet _to move for an ad quate protection to the rants. bhity — liendri aa, Hill, iN 1e. King wre “abet Marcy, wal mn y ve Withdrawn, and the « stomiary storage and charges, and Smuth, = 
braneh of the woollen manufactures provided for by them. ‘The daty | Miller, Moore, Poindexter, tobinson, Sinith, ‘Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, | of interest, | kins—27. 
d by the House, was certainly, he said, too low, and would result in | Wihte—s. | _ After a debate, the motion was negatived—Yeas 17—N ys 27, as Mr. 3) 
total rnin of the manufacturers. [le thoaghta protection of from Mir. CLAY moved a new section t » the bill to come in at the close of | follows ss ye back to t 
vty to Sixty five per centum wi ald b  eniiicier t and. ata ro} er tine I i se ui it pi iG mew f its ) tae 1 of ¢! Jn Listing laws as require . - | 1is— Ty sere, 4? nton. ‘Dr wr, Ellis. Fors) th. Grondy, Hayne, duty paid 
would move to inerease the duty to 1 “oomnt. Teas, Woen PPG t by VESse.s OF » Unite 1s tes trom | lace s beyond aun .. Ang, Man rum, of 1. Poinds xfer, Robinson. Smith, Taze- egnstruct 
+ CH ,V BERS expressed the ws. ; tie ( 7, » ol (rood H pe, lO ve Wi shed, cert d, and Liar . shall be well eZ vroup, 7 y! i? W hite— 7. Nir. \L 
, The question was thea taken on Mr. “MA " UNE'S amendment, strik- jl peare . NASY—Meesrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers. C lay, Clayton, Dallas, ton bags 
; ng out that part of the amendment of th Committee on Manulactures his imencmMent Wis acr | to. Wick rson, Dodley, | wiug. Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Hill, which M 
3 wiaeh provides that the voollens of the value of fifiv cents the - : SPRAGUE moved to amend the bill in the 7th and lines, | Holm Sy Johnston, Knight, Marey, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Sey- his amen 
vard. om we not exceeding B2 59 the . yard. shall be deemed to have i? section, by strikiaug outthe dutv of 4 cents per buehei on crude, | im UY, ‘"] ipton, Tomlinson, Wageaman. W: bster, Wilkins—27. ; The 4q 
| Be i. } ) th , Bq 1 ire yard. it was decided tn the afiirmative—y eas 24) 0 bin ral, and toss j sai ard insert nga duty of iv per ce nt. ad valorem. Mir. DICKERS IN then renewed the motion rejected in Commit- was neg 
‘ me as follows: Mir. KING in the Choir, said the amendment was not tn order as the fee, to strike ont 10 and imsert 22 per Centum in line 103, second Mr. ib 
Y F \S—M srs. Bentos. Bibb. Brown. Chambers, Ellis. Forsvth. bill: was in Committee, but it was permitted to be offered by general | section. “ coods us 
. ‘yoen, Grundy, Hill, Kane, King, Mangam, Marcy, Miller, | consent. nw ; \! yee . Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson. rected— 
Moore, Poindexter, Robbins, Smith, Tazewell, ‘Tipton, Troup, Tyler,| Mr. CHAMBERS moved to strike out “sameach” from the Sd sec- one: | Ewing, root, Frelinghuysen, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Nanu- " YEAS 
wud Whit — ; T1)N mong th -exeinpt darticles. The effect is to leave it at the exist- | dai Pre ation, Robbins, > ymour, Silsbee, ‘lomlinson, W aggaman, Grundy. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Clay, C vt mm. Dallas. Dickerson, Dudley,| ing daty of 124 percentum. lk was agreed to. We ebster, Wilkins—22. “ ter. Rot 
Ewing, Fo wt, endricks, Holmes, lols! on. Kuight, Nandain. Pren- Mr. FOO'T and Air. CLAY moved amendments, which were subse- NAY S—Messrs. Benton, rg mwn, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, NAY 
ody: BR cy were sony ey eymour, Sishee. Spr gue, ‘Tomlinson, Wag- | jnently wishdrawa : Hendrie ks, Hill, Kane, K Mangum, Marey, Miller, Poindexter. Dudley. 
saan. Webster, and Wilkins—3. f) Mr. DICKERSON moved to strike out “hones” from the exempted Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, oP ipton oT roup, T vle r, White—2]. K night, 
Mr. CHAMBERS then moved to amend the amendment. t y striking irticles. [t was a ved 10. ; Mr. HAYNE said he had several amendments, which he desired to ‘Tipton, 
nthe 17th line, the words thirty-tive, and inserting G0; so as to] | Mr. DICKERSON also moved to insert “indigo” inthe 2d see- | offer, to this bill; but, as be would avoid unnecessarily consumin: hee! Mr. 
’ Wi the articles on which the minimam was struck out at a duty | Hon, among the articles charged 1d per centum ad valorem. seach: | time of the Senate, he had concluded not to offer any, the principles woollet 
) per centum ad valorem. " | ed. and unbleached linens” were also added, and the amendment was | whj id been decided against. His amendments, therefore, were ed— Yt 
1 WiEeSS'TER said. this made the question whether the Senate agreed 0 reanow @ : é : reduced to two, one of which he should offer at that time, line, een the Mr. 
youl se the ¢ ity n 50 to UU per centum. On this question he On moti ' Mr. JOR - i gtr, ae the syrup of loaf or | other until the bill should have been gone thr ngh with. The one he per bu 
a Ay ew d " stad a erly : é : deine df. wees a . ame 6 a sere i oxape ww aC cee } ee ee: Was how ehout to offer, rel ited to the t minupum on cottons. He saw no ected- 
” - : ae - tite "7 ms ber | Y Was DOW ; ; Le 4y Un a. = 3 cae ry ey , i , me *. ap ae ed a pe aie 4 reason WO) Us shoud be retained aflerthe Senate had re nected the The 
5 pit’ « su “i tne ch inge in the calculation of the POUNnG sterung trom r iL + GiOuie s - Le, . vlie jUOesuOn Wa inély or conctiirence UY | came principle with regard to woollens. Mr Il moved to strike out mene 
+ Jito s4 © ), 2S over ay per centum mOTe | the value of the interest the Sen ute oneacn, 8 ‘ alin. ' ; the prov iso m the ond section. as follows: was 
ved in abolishing th , eredi system, at 6 per centum, making over} 2he Senate re " the " Y a in the second section to And provided, That all manufactures of cotton, or of which cotton gyro 
ou p é ain rad ‘ Ca ne to thes tue fre:ght and comniiss 13, thie _— mxe out ye tweaty-Sve, ane vm Tt” thirty “as the duty to be levied on hall be a component part, not dyed, colore d, printed. or stamed, _ 
ye —_ ee Sree ee eee Sees nd yer, souvemen | carpas ae vrai pee ae? 2 sare &c.—Yeas 24—Nays 24, the Vice | p tt exceeding in value thirty « cents the square yard, shall be valued at —w rn 
S were. ‘ = "98% he ving @ mojo 'y world D just hev | 4 op 3 it uber: S un wei, =~. ME SE OE OR Pe thirty cents per square yard—and, if dyed, colored, printed, or stained, ae 
' d it was therefore useless for Lim to say any thing more on | 2 RO OCHA CONCUITEY 10 Various amendments till half past 7 o'clock, | in whole or in put, pot exceeding in value thirty-five cents the seuare Robbt 
| q*1 A \ ennnport A tha amendment at some leneth me | < } " On \f tl if \iM ay acir Th . all be ree 7 thirty ‘ive ~ I’ qed ~~ vard. ' » nN A 
one Loot Sag testers sages Oe a ae = . = — he motion was opposed by Messrs. KNIGHT and CLAY. aneé as. 
‘¢ to the farmers, to support this branch of indusiry.; 4 he Senate acjourued, sup ed by Mr. TAZ WE L L. | Mang 
o_o - ay 2 ae ee epee 4 using : —_— a oH. AYNE. said that geniiemen contended for the minimum on ba 
. hoped, on thi asion, the shee] wa metbemadc! nner. The Hodes wen encased Gésinn the day vrinciaclives |" Hens, on the ground of the high duty on the importation of the 
" ™ or ™ fl. . ’ ; raw materia. Sut this did not pom to cottons, on the raw material of 
’ was then taken on Mr, CHAMBER’S amendment to) °° **™ ©O | which there was only a nominal daty, and which was supplied wholly Lit 
e ment, and it was earrled—Yeas 24—Nay: 23. ns follows: | ee inthe country. If gentlemen would agree to put cottons at a revenue gh 
b YL AS—Measrs. Bell, Chambx rs. Clav, C layto , Dallas, Dick S,ronpay. Jcry 7. 1°32 | luty, say fifteen per centum, he, for his part, would cheerfully agree oe 
id) Prelinghuyse D, Holmes lohust n, Knight, Nate] erwaenne * wt. én TT» hill tn ab f the sey , | hat cotton might be brought in free of daty. ‘The gen’ Jeman from How 
7 sx, Reb 2 Rug les, ' Rewnete, Silsbee, Sprague, Tomlin-| . | » Wea iban ie 7 ba ne te Rese 5 jee te ee. hed ral Acts | i, ntucky had exhibited that morning some cotton goeds made at one nase! 
\ 1, Webster and Wilkins—24. fr pemne, Seste ost Me SHS] EL'S m | tom were oan es“, }of the northern factories, and he confessed that he, himself, had been Mau 
} lessrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Fllis, Forsyth.) “~,! we sor gee es te - to make the duty astonished at their chenpness. Bat this farni 5: ed an abundant reason () my 
(iru . Hendricks, . Kane, King, Mangum, Marey, Mij-| °° “"Ye 7 een ower 6 une areeyard, POF Cisat Cents, @s | y hy the duty should be reduced. vA cot goods can be made so pons 
. Poudexter, Robinson, Smith, Tazewell, Tipton, Troup, | T. Tote Pun > Raye AT wd ee ey ees ; . ean, Why this enormous duty? Gent 2s ven say that they can make nit 
| \ he : : a he . ar 9 a > — Py pony vodif ~ seh vs * er bsoqnenty iL e chenpest cotton goods in the wi ld: bot they want the duty high, he . 
; ihe then coming up on the amendment as amended, ole Nee ee ees ee ee to ee Comuut- | os a fence to keep out the encmy. This, Mr. H. said, was an avowal 
: Mi LEA Ni called fora division of the question, so as to take it} = rea 4 eo Layee mpd: wees, gaeedon | that the system was to to be perpetu al. retal 
nes, in the following words: “the duties follow-| bse bal > of the anes iment, mace in Comunt f the Whole, | After some remarks from Mr. FOOT in opposition to the motion, the ee 
tinat as y. such other manefactnres of wool or of which wool js | !°t before noticed, saving been severally coneuired in, the question | question was taken, and it was rejecte do Youn 17—Nays 27, as {ol- 
hea i value of which, at th niac >from whenee | Cate Upon co rin ti lo ng unendment: lov . % 
1. shall not exceed fifty cents the square yard, shali be deemed} Section 2d, line 12%: at the end insert “all manufactures of iron, bi y AY S—Messrs. Benton, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, a 
& tohave y cents Khe square yard, and pay a duty thereon of Uurty- | partly finished, shall pay the same rates of duty as if entirely finished; | Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Tazewell, - 
? ves entam.” ” Tall vessels of cast iron, and all castings of iron, with handles. rings. | T roop, Tyler, and White—17. ay 
: ied in the negative—Yeas 23--Nays 25, as follows: | hoops, or other addition of wroryht iron, shall pay the same rates of; YAS—Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson. oe 
Ps tose Cheaters (aor Clnsten Thalles Ti son, Dud-| duty as if made entirely of cast ion.” Batt Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes, Johnston, we 
t, Frelinghuysen, Holmes. Johnston, Knight, Nandain,| Mr. HAYNE called forthe reading of the petition of the blacksmiths } Knig! ~ rey, “ in, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Seymour, al 
Pret K ns; Ruggles, Seymour, Susbee, Sprague, Tomlinson, | of Philadelphia on the subject: and the petition was read. siisthe e prague Lipton, Tomlinson, Wi: aggaman, W ebster, and ae 
: Waggaman. Webster, and Wilkins—23. Mr. HAYN © then addressed the Senate at length, in a very anima- | Wi — ; 
NAYS— Messrs. Bell, Benton. Bi bb Brow) n, B r, Ellis, Por- | ted appeal against the oppressive injustice: » of the amend:nent. Me. D AL L AS then moved to amend the bil! by increasing the duty 21. 
evth, Grundy, Hayne, He ay eda a Kane. hing, Mangum, Marey, | Messrs. DICKKERSCGN and DALLAS replied fully: after which. the | on slates, from 25 to 35 per centum; which motion was agreed to— . 1 
Miller, Moore. Poindexter, Robins Smith, Taze weil, ‘i nm, Troup.) question was taken. and the amendment was concurred in—Yeas 26! Yeas 2° — Nays 22, J : 
Tyler, and White—25. i—Nays 21. | Mr. KiNG then moved to strike out the duty of 16 cents per square a 
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pr 
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stead of a 


tM the yard on flannels. and insert 3) per ceatum ad valorem. Mr. K. said er to make such correction and entry thereof as he should deem} Mr. WEBSTER moved to lay the whole subject on the table. 
he merely suggested this amendment. Gentlemen had the bill im their | suitable. The ayes and noes were ordered. 
Se own haods, and could do as they pleased with it. His object wasto! The House went into Commitiee on numerous private bills; with The motion to lay on the table was then negatived—Ayes lu— 
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on , make the duty come lighter on the coarse flannels used by the poor. Which they were occupied for the remainder ot the day. Noes 7. a i sk Se 
Ti * Be if su per eontnms Was not a eotncient protection, let geulieimel say so, | Phe question Was then about to be taken, on striking out ** ninth. 
Plon, EP and of they wanted a higher duty Jet them put u on the higher priced | ba and inserting “ Monday the 16th,” when, 
srundy : ee WEBSTER iil thee Gite ennation tall kédn' Gineumed the ether D> Fiatenaltan ‘ai Mospay, Juty s seman Meter: : Mr. GRUNDY stated that the fixing of Tuesday was holding out the 
sind 4, - Mr. Ms . : Si . wr wince ] ion “~: . . Gh vs “ na 4 a : SENATIC.—In the absence of the VICE PRESIDENT. the Se- idea that ¢ ongres woud a adjourn until the message expected from 
& Fe day, and it was then perfectly well known that the reduction would | nate was calied to order by the Seeretary, and, the President shall be received, and that he could not vote for it. 
(imum) : = p Ane Aprey yep mer oo Giemak ttinal nee eee | On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, procs eded to ballot for a President ; Mr. CLAY s ~ on the city was full of rumors, and although gen- 3 
many Fae. was alee erfectly well nner at rm nels c ine aly }24 a a“ owe, ne , ar yer m wae a a a Gres Sete ee hich he referred, = 
et, rod 5 uy . , - , =: gs “ ~ om Sy x? . — a aa — S Phe balloting then took place, and there appeared to be 46 votes | Hugi find no ditheuity yo queen, their peace with their constiluenis, 2 
, per yara, paia a uly of 16 cents, and that flannels costing 7¢U cents given in, 24 being of course necessary lor a choice. ‘The votes stood geutleme n on the other side would be prbane ed in an awkward situation. . i: 
paid no more. — uz" ? 'as fullows: 3 ; Mr. MANGUM said he had no fear that anv attempt would be made a) ae 
, After some further debate, in which Messrs. WEBS TUR, TOOT, Poindexter - ‘ 15 Hayne - , : ] in any quarter to evade proper responsibility. He thought that such a %: 
om and pap joa pest, the question was taken, and the mution was re- | Smit " ; : 4 ‘2 Bibb ; ° ‘ vasion Vv ould be disreputable, und he would vote with those who de- ; ‘ : 
_ jected "y the fullowing Vor. : | Bell . ° 7 j Kiocge ° ‘. a j sired the tull ten d iys to be allowed to the President + 
Dalla — H Hit atl eee ak oe me edb 23 yo te | Paz well . . 5 Biaunk = - . . l The motion tq strike out the th, and lusert the loth, was then agreed : fe 
wm iil, BENe, 5 ve: P gui, ii 4 ; re, ! ver, UM, gt Ty! i *.* l se to, ANG the reselution, as amended, Was coucurred tn. 
oa ‘ well, praep: ny r, ane W hit a ahi IS et : he, ¥ here being no ¢ hoice, the Senate proceeded to ballot a second time The Senate then adjournec 
. : NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Clay, Clayton, Daiias, Dickerson, | which resulted as follows: the whule number of ballots being 46, 24 a 
m Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen Hendricks, Holmes, Johuston, | was necessary to a choice wi | Anse ‘ 7 
rained Be knight, Marcy, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Seymour, Sils- | Paindexier ne AOE 17 Bibb ; ; ; , HOUSE.—Mr. VERPLANCK presented the memorial of a num 
bee, Sprague, ‘Tipton, ‘Tomlinson, W aggaman, Webster, and VW i l- | Tazewell _ ; if ell ; P j her of workers In marble of the State of New Y ork, praying that un 
: kins—27. Smith - F _ 7 Havne _ . z i v re gut lureign m irble may be admitted free of d ily. 
t from . Mr. HIAYNE then rose to offer the last amendment he should offer | Mangum ; . | King | Dir. CAMBRELENG, from the Conmmittee on Commerce, reported 
mm tothisbill, Me had looked over this bill, and was satisfied that many | Mr. SMITH then rose and said. it had i‘ » his pws - on on the | Hie bill concerning tounage duty on Spanish vessels, without amend- 
™ of the daties provided ranged considerably over 10 per centum. This, | e@S<ion . to be considered Gis adidute In “aa ™ wy 2 7 room - we | ment ; Which was ordered to be read a third-time to-morrow. 
ales to  xentlemen had denied; and he now gave them an « pportunity of test. | found that he dith ed fre i the a ohene of hy , fr on \s * vd he | i 4 »n- ' Mir. WILDE submitted the followimg resolution, viz : 
harges 5 jug their sincerity by their voles on tne amendment he theu ollered ceded his own ruse to cratils the rs lie ae os . ol o- ' aieend ’ ‘ liesoiced, That the Secretary of the Tre asury be directed to lay he- 
. com- if vir. Hi. mov ed further to amend the bi/! by iuserung @ proviso that the ed as withdrawn. and | : - uld = \ 2 his owl Vu! for a Me wre r re | fore this Ho isc, ut the next and each successive session of Congress 
E duties in no Case shou! ! exceed [UJ a r cegtum ad val rem. tin ' ant of soloed wae . sae ae man. \¢ pies of such satements or FOCNERS, sit wing Lilie capital, circulation, 
; Alter a debate, in which Mes- s DIC Kiko! rN, oP . | ° HAY Nik, i he Senate then roceeded to a third ballot. when it anneard that i discounts, specie, deposites, and condition of the ditlerent State Banks 
(eens ; (i and HOLMES, took part, the question was taken, and the motion was | 47 ye, ces ‘ty = - of @ 7 1g { - , ~ oes aapse een id Banking companies as may have beea communicated to the Legis- 
fe rejected—Yeus 18—Nays 2%, as follows: + Panew ip. - 4 Tn ia. aber erp | latures, Governors, or other oihcers of the several States within the 
e duty | NAYS—Messrs. Benton, Browa, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Deledinehead 4 . 1") Wie sg , |year, and made public; and where such statements can be obtained, 
+ deay- r Hill, Kane, King, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Smith, ‘Uaze- Bibb ea . 3 * | with such other authentic information as will best supply the deficiency. 
. weil, Troup, Tyler, White—In. The Senzste then proceeded to a fourth bolicot. when it appeared | ‘The resolution submitted by Mr. LVANS, of Maine, in relation to 
yee : NAY S—Measrs. Beil, Buck er, Chambers, Chay, | iyton, Dallas, 'that 47 Members w rae present, of which 24 were necess on to 2 | the tortie lions in that State, and on the Canada frontier, was read 
ile @ Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Freiinghuysen, Nendricks, Ligimes, | choice ° considered, and agreed to by the House. 
_ ; Jobnston, Kuight, Mare) »Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson, Sey-| Tazewell . . 22 King - . - 1 ‘The House resumed the consideration of the resolution from the Se- 
cer; § mour, Silsbee, Sprague,'Tipton, ‘Tomlinson, Waggamapn, Webster, | Poindester . ; o> rhb _ ; ; 1 nate, respecting a day of lmrmiliation, fasting and prayer, 
\V itkins—2, Thea ™ P p — | ‘Phe questi pe nding being on an appeal, when the subject was laid 
nt the Mr. FORSYTH then moved an amendmeat, the effectof which! yy “pe : ay “—_ » Heathen the Blanes: Sin: 7 nis 
ee on J ’ nate je spennite tuen proceeded to a filth bailot. when 1 appearea : — u am Viz s a “ : 
a would be to destroy the bill: to repeal the Paritt of Je2e, and leave} gat 47 Members were present. of which 24 were necessary to a | Mr. BURGESS, a Member of the House, having referred in debate 
cay the Tariti on the basis of the Actof 1#24. Mr. F. could not vote for that | ehojee. . . ito a letter trom the President of the United States. which had been 
. nie r vil—he knew it would not be received asa peace oflermg by those for Tazewell P . o4 BMevae .« ; ; | re ad ina previous debate, and which had becn published in the news 
at hi whom it was intended, and he theretore proposed to repeal ali the re- Poindexter - : 21 Bibb : : : j papers, Wus called to order by Mr. WILLIAMS of North Carolina 
aan — erplecner 2 Une ae of | vs, - ms pale ne pe sion to be seitied Mr. TAZEWELL was then conducted to the Chair, and in i= * ee = hee ee 
acs, at the next session oi Congress, LD) hepres MlauVes COMME jresh trom an appropriate address. tendered his thanks for the honor couferred | The S] EAKER (Mr. Pork, pro tem.) decided that this reference 
Koo the people. , ou him. | was iu order. 
stored Mr. CLAY suggested to the gentleman from Georgia whether it The Tariff.--On motion of Mr. CLAY, Mr. ADAMS having appealed from that decision, he inquired ef the 
he would not be better to move an indetinite postponement of the bul.) ‘Phe Senate agreed to take up, for its third reading, the bill from the | Speaker, as he bud not been in the Clair when the decision he ap- 
Although hie would not promise to \ for it, such motion, he thought, House in alteration of the several Acts im] osing Duties on Imports ; ye aled irom had been made, whether he was to understand that he 
Ht he —_ ~~ RS} permamnent re . and the bill having been read the third time, the question was, * shalj °°", uM tO. revenue. Or maintain ht 5 
Mr. tSY LH replied; after which the question was taken and | this Hi}} pass 2” Phe SPEAKLR explained the cireumstances under which he felt 
— decided _ the hegative—} — : —Na) S24, ds folows : Mr. GRUNDY said, he had been exceedingly desirous that som it due, in candor, to state, that if he had been in the Chair, he must 
esr a, ae pag bes gin der, 7 ae bill should pass at this session, that would relieve the public burdens, |“ Stcoapabee: re: — pars a ee re 
ryreny * no oe 4 p« sy ss as ou ’ = pow? | aid In some Cezree pasters quiet to an ¢ Acited se — ol tn  ¢ yuntry. Nir ADA r pc om ur Moe | neon. | —— “So 
ene NAY S—Messrs. Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dallas : ader these feelings be was willing to vole tor the Dill as K came from | TI senentins t! om: taheals OG: 5 pa ‘ E a 
bee er che iy oe ne as Wicd oe NBN ASO eaeasst the House of Representatives; but, in its present shape, he could not; ee ee ee ee Coens Ny Ir. BELL that the 
ho Dickerson, Dudh y; Ewing, Foot, Fre! Lsiuysen, bleadrecks, Liohwes, now vote for it On account of the manv amendments made on Sa- resolation should be comiusitted to a Committee of the Whole House. 
8 On Johnston, Koight, Prentiss, Robbins, Kob nh, Seymour, © Isbee, turday. it was impossible for | cate at the late hour at array the pre a | wilh Imstructions to amend the same, viz: tw strike out the words “a 
and Smith, a rague, Tipton, ‘Domlinson, W us eainan, Webster, Wil-| tion. fo t] = ‘ ad ' . was t rv “ a autiive at iain ’ a sonasle on to be Joust Commit e of both Houses of Congress wail upos the Presiden: 
» as side BILSBEE moved farther to auméndl the bill, by allowing a draw-| {tly informed of the effeets of the bill, and, therefore, unwilling to pat |‘v or cday the Bsth instaat be ecommended tothe People of the 
back to the owners of vessels and sieambvates to / ) pore 2 of the i — J is p - Y to \ ne anally me the bill, ut he c ould, oS examine nited eatin ck hn wre : s bias 6 wernt tue reopie ol the 
yne, deay paid on hemp, dex a pes ° aed tn tote eaninunent nad won. ayy ta his i © } “ad vol U lor the third n acing. Be had since ob- The rire so the se i . aoe ied ‘ Oi idsti is 
eas : — es tained sullicient information to satisfy him that the bili gave no relief; vate thereon Was Continued. 
- ay : aks @iat it contained nothing calculated to allay the excitement that existed Mr. CONDICT, of New Jersey, in order to have a decision on the 
te. Bo Ro tomes pow ere Pawns: ge oe ee . against tne Tanith System; and that, in ert instances, t went beyond — moved the previous question; wiich was negatived—Y eas o2 
av. WE which Moses, CLAY, SILSBEK. and SMITH tock part, withdrew |e ereeem* Tanti. He was, therefore, competed to vole against; v0). father debate. amotion by ThE 7: oe ee eee 
. , , , an k part, withed the bill. Alier further debate, a motion by Mr. PLUMMER to lay the reso 


sey- ~~ al 

» , Is amendment. AT. re por p . it nf an i BmIe Dt J +? a? ? > ; a . ‘ até wee tat eee anes . = 

; T vas th tal Vir. SELSBEE’S yl Mr. WEBSTER knew not what calculations had been made by the tion and ameucmeat on the tabie was aiso negalived — ae 

e question was i ken oO! N usd 0 1, ANG : ¥ rey ' . ’ : 2 as , 
He question ico tiken ON WET. 6 2 aoe moUon, @nG iN} Sonatorfrom Tennessee: but he was satisfied that they were incorrect. | **“S5 





ile € ° ‘ ; —- 4; =, , _. * ‘ . . . ‘ . ' . : . . 
Sed . a aeNTON ae oe po amendment to reduce the duty on = ae - qoeeryr ingen presregren, ny panne ae mere noo wine geet aes re er a een Sea Lar ca 
ods used in the Indian ‘Trade. 5 per centun » motion wad re- mepuoned many i rucies Of which the duites bac een reaaced, viz : if Me By . u we ah — 0 se - re = _ reese: am - ~ il 
—_ . coods used in - aN ah ; per cenlum, WHICH Miguel Was Fe sugars and cofiee. Half a million. he said, had been reduced on Pair. DELIL having been modified OY hin, at the suggest mm 0: sev e- 
vem / yet ted—Yeas—20) Nays 26, as follows: aniiinies ral Members so as that the reso!ution should Ke referred to a Select 
— Yt \S~—AMessrs. Ben 1. Bebb, Drown, Buck r, Ellis, Forsyth, Nir. GRUNDY cid not believe ti at « therthe eentleman from Mas- Committee, and that the Ud August shouid be named as the day re- 
han, Grands ; Hay ne, Hill, Kane, luing, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindex- - sia tts ay Tite wn, ; nae oat re ' oh, the} ‘- thes iam dur. all commended by C 2Tess— 2 
ne, ae me eusmg Tazewell, Aroup, A yier, cg - He (Mr. G.) admitted that there had been a- reduction on wit s and _ The question thereon was decided by yeas and nays in the affirm a 
pre = AY S—Messrs. Bell, ¢ hambers, C jav, Clayton, Dallas, Dickerson, ithe bat noe | those articies of universal consumption, iron and tive—-Yeus o —Nays 7. is | 
udley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Hoimes, Jobnston,| wooljen goods. | Mr. BELL, Mr. VER PLANCK, and Mr. REED, of Massachusetts 
Knight, Marcy Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague,| yr KING said. he had cherished hones of some equitable adiust- | Were appointed the Select Comunittee 
sto f "| ipton, | omlinson, Ware nan, Wel ster, Vi kins —20. | | meat of the Tarif, antil this bill came from the wis deine althouzh The aumencment ‘ f the Senate. to the reso'ution. by which Monday 
tie Mr. BLN PON then Olievréd ah alvendinent, allowing a drawback on it did not vo as far as he thought the aggneved States hed a right to de- next was tixed ior lie { urpinent of the present session o! { ungzress> 
sol woolien goods used in the Indian wade; which amendment was sejeet-} mand. yet he had. with s itis Stale brou: be himself a sie ;. was read, and the further cousideration thereof postponed until Wed 
ere ed— Yeas Is—Nays 27. | S10n t y vote for itasa partial relief. ‘ A ch nee however had t ts , | nesday next. : 
re Mr. BENTON then moved to strike out the duty on salt, of ten cents | p Jace in this bill, that h id been very prope rly ‘alluded to by the Dedies The amendments to the Tariff Bill were read and committed to the 
he per bushel of 56 lbs.. and insert 5 cents; which motion Was aso re- ‘; ym Tennessee. That change “-—. at oe the burden off fre “ thre Committee of the Whole on the state of the Univn. 
the jected—Yeas 22—Nays 24. | manufacturers, and placed it on those who were least able to bear it. ‘The House then, on motion of Mr. LE. EVERETT, took a recess 
se 
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The question was then taken on ordering the amendments to be en- | ‘The course pursued by the friends of the bill, showed that this was to until half past 4 o'clock. 
" , . ; » : . : - . ' : ata . % " “aoe . ™ ’ . 1 - ' - : 
grossed and the bill to be read a third time; and it was decided in the | be a permanent system: that they would not, for a moment, listen to | Evening Session.—'The House went into Committee ana proceeded to 








ii aflirmative—Yeas Jl—Nays J5, as follows: | the complaints of their oppressed brethren ; but would carry through | the consideration of the amendments of the Senate to the biil to re- 

- YEAS—Messrs. Bel!, Benton, Duckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, thew scheme by the strength of numbers. The bill they had made, | gulate i al aa ‘ 

at Dallas, Dickerson, Dudley, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Grandy, | relieved only those who were already protected, while it increased the | The Tarif.—' ne we disagrex d to, bing p ~- 

acl Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Johnston, Knight, Marev, Naudoin, Prentiss, | burdens of those wiao were suffering under the sysicm. In one word,{| 00 Mmereasing the duty on manufactures of wool, Irom ov to o¢ per 

wn Robbins, Robinson, Seymour, Silsbee, Sinith, Sprague, Tipton, ‘Tom- | i was the scheme of the gentleman from Kentucky, intended for the ere —-s ighi 
iinsoa, Webster, Wilkins—31. benefit of that interest that grasps at every thing, and wil! be satisfied | _ U® Imserting aicer Kendal cottons, the words ‘‘ weighing not iess 

nd NAYS—-Messrs. Bibb, Brown, Ellis, Forsyth, Hayne, Kane, King, | © ith nothing. Mr. K. said, ne could not now, and never would, vote | 4" 1) ounces to ne SQ0aTe Fare. eT S F on. 
Mangum, Miller, Moore, Poindexter, Tazewell, ‘Troup, Tyler, aad | for such a bill, be the conseqnences what they might. One of his| To increase the duty on silver and plated wire, from o toto pet 

- W hite—J5. greatest desires had been to relieve the prevailing excitement; but this oe a ee p : . 

La The Senate then adjourned. bill Was monstrous, so much at variance with the promises ayd profes. | Po alter the rate of dety on sail duck, &c. from fo per centum ad 

7 a sions of these who formed it, as to leave no hope bat that the system | Valorem, ethos eye a ee <0 

ly HO USE M ry ANS " M. cote a . 1 ; is to be continued for an indefinite ume. =r . - *y increase ie Gury On Cowon ywazet ig, irom oF to 4 cents the square 

10 SE.-Mr. EVANS, of Maine, sumbitted the following reso- [ Messrs. HIAYNE, CLAY, and B LOWN, also addressed the Se- | Y4re- a 0 weenie ' _ ; ; a 

~ ation : ‘at eee . _. | Rate on the subject. See page 260 for Mr. Hayne’s remarks. } | Mr. DRAYTON moved to amend the amendment respecting Su- 

mn Resolred. That the Secretary oi War be directed to lay before this rhe question was then taken, “shall this bill pass as amended?” | 8@, by recucing tne duty lo 1; cents a pound. 

ns House, at the commencement 04 the next session, a statement of the | and it was decided in the afiirmative—Yeas 32—Nays 16, as follows: eae nanan 

nD number of fortifications and other nuttary defences . the State of} =} EAS—Messrs. Benton, Bell, Buckner, Chambers, Clay, Clayton,| Tazation illustrated —The magnitude and severity of our taxation 

" Maine; and also, that he accompany it with a Report of his opinion of; Dallas, Dickerson. Dadiey, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hill, Hen-! » ay pe ilustrated by a few comparative facts. "The gin and whiskey 

0 the expediency of increasing the military defences of that State, as | drcks, Holmes, Johnston, Knight. Marcy, Naudain, Prentiss, Robbins, |,» ‘sh spirits) | ale watcha eae J hn Bull. yield = the Gov 

™ well upon the sea-board as upon the line of Boundary betweeu the! Robinson, Ruggles, >: ymour, Silsbee, Smith, Sprague, Tipten, Tum- A bemee = 5, heyeperagunae =e eee ere abraham — 

| United States and the British North American Possessions; and that} linsen, Wageaman. Webster, and Wilkins—22. | ment, equal to the revenue of the Spanish monarchy; the tax levied on 

‘i he also communicate such information as he may be enabled to procure NAYS—Messrs. Bibb. Brown, Ellis. Forsyth, Grundy. Hayne. Kane. the beer which slakes lus thirst. exceeds the revenue of Bavaria—le 

relative to the number and kind of military fortifications erected and} King, Mangum, Miller,Moore, Poindexter, Tazewell, Troup, Tyler, and | Pays as much on the tea which refreshes his wife, as Francis the Firs: 

e maintained in said British Possessions, aud the number of troops) White—16. , draws from six milhons of Neapolitans—as much nearly on the sugar 


l- therein. ' ' Adjournment.—On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate then proceed- which sveetens it, as twelve millions of Americans pay on ail objects 

Mr. LECOMPTE prose to contradict a statement which appeared in| ed to consider the resolution from the House apppointing this day for 'whatever—as much on the stinking tobacco which gratifies his depraved 
the New York Advocate. calculated to do Mr. R. M. JOHNSON some | the day of adjournment. fatal hs: | appetite, as four inillions of [Italians pay to Charles Felix—as much on 
injury. Jt was stated in that paper that the late Sergeant-at-Arms had Mr CLAY moved to amend the resolation by striking out “9th” | the soap that washes hiv hands, as suffices to support the Pope, with all 
owed him 600 dollars, and which, it was alleged, nad induced Mr. J.! and inserting “ 16th.” 3 ™ ; | his soldiers, cardinals, priests, and their mistresses—as much for the pri- 
to make the motion that the House should repay the money. The| Mr. GRUNDY suggested Thursday, as the best day for adjourn- i vilege of having daylight in his house, as would fill the coffers of the 





statement was absolutely false, as there was no money due to Mr. J.' ment, and proposed that the Senate should disagree to the resolution | King of Hanover—and finally, the taxes levied on his thirst alone, as it 

i who had been induced to submit the motion on the subject ef the re- | from the House. and that he would then lay a resolation on the table | ¥@*iously inclines to brandy, rom. whiskey, beer, or wine, exceeds the 

j payment of the Members from pure and disinterested motives. bes adjourn on Thursday: which might lie on the table until to- | ™¢Y. paid by fifty millions of Russians, for the blessings of paternal 
The bill for the relief of the Representatives of Colonel Laurens, | morrow. : despousm !—London Paper. 





was, afler a protracted discussion. read a third time and passed—Yeas| Mr. WEBSTER stated that there was an important measure under 
‘ ay 43. ie: the consideration of the Executive, which he was not compelled to re- | _ Smuggling Prospects.—A Montreal paper apprehends that our new 

Mr. McCARTY, of Indiana, rose to make a correction in the turn to this House in less than ten days (Sandays exciaded.) He Tariff will have the effect of inundating the British Provinces with 
: Journal in respect to a vote given by hin on motion of Mr. THOMAS, | therefore suggested to insert Tuesday, the 17th. teas from the United States, unless their duties are abated, and the 
to amend the Bank Bill. After 2 desultory conversation as to the pro-| Mr. CLAY moved to strike out the “ ninth,” and said he should then East India Company disposed to put up their importations at a mere re- 
pnety and manner of entering the correction, it was left to the Speak-' move to lay the resolution on the table until to-morrow. _ ‘duced upset price. | 
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MR. HAYNE’S REMARKS ON THE THIRD READ- 
ING OF THE TARIFF BILL. | 
Mr. Hayne rose, and said, he must throw himself upon the | 
indulgence of the Seuate to state the reasons which should in- | 
duce him to vote against the bill. : 
Tam well aware, Mr. President, (said Mr. H.) that nothing | 
that can be now said, will have the slightest effect on the votes | 
of gentlemen on the other side ; aud I kuow that the House, | 
at this late period of the session, is too impatient of delay, to | 
admit of protracted discus-ion ou any Guestion. Sul | indulge | 
the hope that they will conseat to hear what 1 promise them | 
shall consist of little more than a bare statement of my objec- | 
trous to the bill. LI am opposed to the bill in its present shape, | 
Mr. President, because it contains all the objectionable features of | 
the existing Tari. 
It recoguizes the Prorecrine System as “the settled poli- 
ey of the country.” liver since the commencement of this 
System, from the year IslG—nay, trom the beginning of the 
war—to the present time, there has always existed, mw the ac- 
tual condition of the country, some reason, or a plausible ex- 
case, for a system of bigh duties. During the war, we wanted 
money to carry it on; and, after the peace, the enormous pub- 
lic debt which was left upon our hands. rendered high duties 
to enable the country to fulfil its obligations. I 
will not say that all the duties imposed were necessary to re- 
veaue, bat | will fearlessly assert that, but for the demands on 
the Treasury, the system of high duties, which has acted so 
powerfully for the protection of manufactures, would never 
have been established, and could not, possibly, have been main- 
tained for a single vear. ‘Lhe seccessive Tarifls of 1516, 
and 1828, owed their existence to the condition of the countrys 
m relation to the Public Debt, and the manafacturers had very | 
adrott!y connected a protection to their industry with the col- 
lecuion of revenue for the redemption of the public faith. Bat, 
now that the debts about to be paid, and a demand on the 
Treasury for $12,000,000 per annum is about to be entirely re- 
moved, a new and most interesting question arises, whether the 
protection of manufactures is to be made a distinet and sub- 
stantive object of legislation, and whether taxes, no longer ue- 
eessary for any legitimate public object, are to be levied, mere- 
ly for the purpose.of affording protection to the manufacturers. 


indispensable, 
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It will be seen, at a glance, that this question calls upon us to 
take a new aud most important step in the legislation of the 
country. It will be admitted, on all hands, that, but for the 
claims of the manufacturers of woollens, cottons, and iron, the 
duties on these articles would now be reduced to fifteen per 
centum ; and, if they are to be kept up to fifty, sixty, or one 
hundred per centum, it will not be because the public want the 
money, but because the introduction of the foreign articles, at 
a low rate of duty, would interfere with, or, as gentlemen will 
have it, prostrate, this branch of our domestic industry. The 
standard which gentlemen propose, on this subject, is, not the 
wants of the Treasury, but what they are pleased to call ade- 
Geate production to the manufacturers. ft must be obvious, 
therefore, that, to adjust the ‘Tariff on the plan now proposed, 
13 distinctly to recognize the Prin: ‘ple of Protection as the settled 
policy of the country—a principle to which I can vever give m 
consent in any shape. Let me not, on this point, be misunder- 
stood. Lam no enemy to the mauufacturers. I would not de- 
stroy them if Leould. Of this I think Ihave given abuadam 
evidence, in the plan I proposed, at the beginuing of the ses 
sion, for the setilement of this great question. The resolution 
which I had the honor to submit, as an amendment to that of 
the Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Ciay.) was, in substance, a 
proposition to reduce the revenue, after the payment of the 
Publie Debt, to the wants of the country. T preposed to do 
this on principles of perfect justice and equality, aud to guard 
agaiast any shock to the manufacturers by a sudden reduction 
of the duties to the lowest revenne standard. If declared my 
entire willingness that this reduction should be gradual, and 
spread over several years. I was perfectly willing, provided 
the duties should be finally brought down to the revenue stan- 
dard, that gentlemen should almost take their own time for the 
accomplishment of the object. Nor did this proposition involve 
the slighest sacrifice of principle : 





for it entered into my plan. 
that the debt should be spread over several years—so that the 
duties should be brought down to the proper point on the final | 
extinction of that debt. Sir, according to this plan, the manu- 
facturers would have enjoyed an incidental protection equal to 
the amount of duties necessary for revenue. [ am not prepar- 
ed to say how far the reduction on the protected articles would, | 
under this system, have been carried. I presume that fifteen 
or twenty per cent. ad valorem would have been found, event 
ually, sufficient for ail purposes. ‘This, as it seems to me, 
wouldjewith charges, freight, and insurance, have amounted to 
a protection of at least thirty-three and one-third per centum ; | 
and it has always appeared to me, that, if, with a permanent 
protection of one-third of the cost of the article in the home 
mmarket, our mooufacturers cannot enter into a successful coim- 
petition with the foreign, they must be engaged in a pursuit| 
most uoprofitahie to the country, and, the sooner it is abandon- | 
ed, the better for all parties concerned. 
My next objection to this bill is, that it retains the minimoms | 
and 


i 
| 
| 
| 


the specifie doties. I have already stated, at large, my 
objection to this feature ia the bill, and LT will not now repeat 
what f then said. JT will only here add, as an additional ob- | 
jection, that the minimums aud specifie duties create a perpetu 


ally dacreasing tar on the articles embraced by them. It re- 
quires bo argument to show that a tax of eight cents per yard 
on colons costing sixteen cents, which ts a tay of only fifty per 
centum, becomes one hundred per centam when the article ts 
reduced to eight cents; and such reductions h ive, for years | 
past, been going on, as we all know, in relation te every arii- 
cle iacluded uncer the minimum principle. I regard the recog- : 
nitven of this odious principle, ia the bill now before the Se- 
nate, as a lasting establishment of the Prohibitory System in! 
this country. ‘The minimums on cottons was at first introdu- 
ced fer the purpose of encouraging the production of coarse 
cottous. We are told thatit bes been completely successful, 
that it is no longer nm cessary to protection, and yet the system 
late, because, as gentlemen insist, it has pe 
yperation. ‘Phe minimums, then, are to be iutroduced to build 


4 mAtiataene Wm.ie 


jit raises an amount of revenue greatly exceeding the wants of 


‘ed articles. 


of ovr importations, procured by Southern industry, are impo- 


liey, and the right, of isnposing on us a system absolutely fatal 


_ acquiescence in the American System. 


- 


importer, the retail dealer. 


ee a eee oe er 


up a manufacture, and are to be retained to establish a mouv- 
poly : for, if gentlemen refuse to abolish them in relation to 
coarse cottons, we can never, bereafter, expect to have them 
abolished in any case whatever. 

Auother, ‘and most insuperable, objection to the bill, is, that 


the Government. This fact I shall fully establish in another 
part of my argument ; but, for the present, assuming it to be 
meontrovertible, L object to the scheme, because it necessatily 
leads to extravagant expenditures—to appropriations for un- 
coustitutional purposes—to a disgraceful scramble for the pub- 
lic movey—and to an injurious dependence, on the part as well 
of the States as of the people, on the Federal Goverument. [t| 





: . . . ; 
violates the cardinal principles Of our system, and must, in the | 


end, corrupt the whole country, and endanger our tree ivsti- | 
tutions. 

Another, and one of my strongest, objections to this bill, is, 
that it increases the evils of the existing system, by aggravat- 
ing its Inequality and injustice. ‘The great point of distinction 
hetween the friends of Free Trade and the advocates of the 
Protective System, arises from their different views as to the 
policy to be pursued in relation to the protected and unprotect- 
The geptieman from Kentucky (Mr. Cay) and 
myself, at the commencement of the session, differed trrecon- 
cilably on this subject. The advocates of the American Sys- 
tem insist that the ouly proper subjects for Federal taxation, 
are those foreign articles which enter tute eompetition with si- 
milar articles made or produced within the U. States: while 
we atthe South contend there is neither reason nor justice iv | 
subjecting to exorbitaut taxation every article which we re- 
ceive from abroad in exchauge for our productions. The 
ground of our complaint is, tat we obtain woolleus, cottons, 
and iron, from Lurope, in exchange for our cotton, rice, and 
tobacco, and, when we bring them into ovr own markets for 
sale, in Competition with similar articles, the fruits of our labor 
and capital are subjected to a discriminating tax of from forty | 
to filty per centum, for the benefit of the labor and capital of 
our Northern brethren. ‘his we believe to be substantially a 
tax oo the industry of the South, and a bounty to the industry 
of the North. [tis not my present purpose, sir, (said Mr. HL.) 
to enlarge ou this topic, which i have endeavored, on a former 
occasion, to explain and enforce ; but, if there be any trath io 
the argument, it furnishes an insuperable objection to this bill, 
which is so arranged as to throw the entire burden of taxation 
on the protected articles, while the unprotected articles are to 
be admitted duty free. We have always insisted that, while 
duties on the unprotected articles, being generally articles of 
luxury, operate with perieet equality on all parts of the coun- 
try, the duties on the protect Gd aiticles pot only operate most 
uaequally upon the dillereut sections and the diflerenut interests, 
but that they are also of the uature of a double tax—tirst op 
the imported article, and next by enhancing the price of the 
domestic article. We have heard a good deal of the efforts 
that have been made to relieve the complaints of the South. 

















The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Ciay) declares that no 
man would go further than be would to remove those com- 


plaints, though he believes them to he wholly groundless. Sir, 
the gentleman has frequently made similar declarations during 
the present session. As to the gentleman's friendly disposition 
I have nothing to say: but lam bound to say 10 him, im per- 
fect candor, that Lave no evidence of such disposition in his 
acts. How far he may be disposed to go, I know not; but he 
certainly has not advanced one siep—no, not one inch—in fur- 
therauce of his declared object. 

“ir. this bill he!ds out ve relief to the South.- We have ne- 
ver uttered one word of complaint against the duties on the 
unprotected articles ; they were imposed for revenue, and to 
any fair and equal revenue system we do not object. Our com- 
plaints have been levelled against the duties imposed, not for 
revenue, but for protection. And gentlemen gravely propose 
{oOo recre ss our yrievances by taking oll all the revenue duties, 
and leaving the protecting duties untouched. Sir, as to the 
mighty boon couferred, forsooth, by a tow duty on pegro cloth 
and coarse blankets, 1 have only to say that gentlemen seem 
entirely to misunderstand the character of the Southern peo- 
they treat us like spoiled children, to be bribed with su- 
gar plums, pleased with a ratile, tickled with a toy. But what 
are the grounds of our complaints? Is it that we pay a high 
tax upon a few articles of negro clothing 7? No, sir, it is be- 
cause every article which we receive from abroad, in exchange 
for our productions, is enormonsly taxed 5 it is because duties 
to the amount of from forty to fifty per centum on 840,000,000 


ile > 


sed, as a bounty te the industry of a more favored section of 
the Union, that we have called in question the justice, the po- 


to our prosperity. And what is the amount of this mighty 
hoon to the South? According to an estimate which I hold 
in my hand, the negro cloth, covered by the low doty under 
this hill, will amount to about S2U9.600—coarse blankets, un- 
der 75 cents, to about S100,000 ; the saving en which two ar- 
ticles would just amount to 112,000; and the share of South 
Carolina would be just about S10,000—a som quite sufficient, 
no doubt, in the estimation of gentlemen, to bribe her into an 


have, sir, still another objection to this bill; it introduces 
pew and oppressive features in the Protecting = Wool- 
lens of every description are to be subjected to cash duties— 
while other articles are to be entitled to credits of three and 
six mouths. Why this discrimination? Is there any reason or 
justice io it? Can there he any object in it, but to discourage 
the importation of woollens, aud to open a door to a system of | 
discriminating duties, by which particular articles may be ex- 
cluded by oppressive regulations, at the diseretion of Congress ! 
| object, sir, likewise, most pointedly, to the diminution of the 
credits—the only efiect of which, as it seems.to me, will be to 
embarrass commerce—jessen the capttal employed in trade— 
and cripple the commercial resources of the country. Ft will, 
moreover, to a great extent, throw the trade into the hands of 
the wealthy capitalist, and do au irreparable injury to the small 
Nor can it escape our uotice, that, 
hy this bill, new aud inquisitorial powers have beeu granted to 
the appraisers. 

I come now, sir, to the last point on which | propose to: 
touch—the true character and practical effects of this bill. We 
are about to arrange a permanent system of revenue adapted | 
to a state of profound peace, after the total extinction of the! 
Public Debt. To establish a rate of duties now, bo higher than 


ysteim. 








those imposed in 1828, a reduction at least of from tWenty 
to thirty per centum on every article paying specific duties, js 
indispensable. Since 1828 there has been a considerable re. 
duction in the prices of all the articles embraced in our Tarif 
—a reduction Which is progressively going on—and it requires 
no argument to show that every reduction of price operates ag 
au inerease of the duty. The duties under the Act of 1828 are. 
therefore, much bigher pow, than they were when that Act was 
iunposed. As an illustration of this branch of the subject, | 
will call the attention of the Senate to the fact thai, when a 
duty of $30 a toa was imposed on rolled iron, it cost £11 sty. 
—so that the rate of duty oa the article was thea fifty-nine per 
centum ; but the same duty new, oo such iron, at the presen: 
reduced price, would be one buadred and sixty-seven per cent 
—making a-diflerence of one hundred and eight per centum. 
It is proposed to reduce the duty from $37 to 380 per ton, buy 
$30, at existing prices, is a much higher duty than $37 in 1828, 
The same thing is true of cottons under the minimum price of 
39 cents. Aad every ove must know that 16 cents the square 
yard on flannels which may be had for 12 cents, is a much 
higher duty than 22 cents the square yard at the former prices 
of Id or 20 cents—so that every gentieman will perceive, at 
once, that, in taking the Tariff of lp2e8 as the standard for this 
bill, the duties wall be considerably increased beyond what they 
were when that Act was passed. ‘The truth is, Mr. President, 
that there has beeo a considerable fall in the price of all ma- 
nufactured articles, not oniy in this country, but in Europe and 
throughout the world. No mistake can be greater than to sup- 
pose that this has been produced by the establishment of ma- 
uufactures in this country. It is perfectly absurd to say that 
the introduction of cotton manufactures in this country, tor in- 
stance, to an amount equal to two or three per centum on the 
cotton manufactures of Great Britain, could reduce the value 


|of the whole of the latter one-half; and yet we know that the 


cotton manufactures of England have actually fallen fifty per 
centum in the price. The truth is, that this reduction io prices 
has fallen indiscriminately on all articles, protected aud uapro- 
tected, and has resulted from general causes, in Operation, to a 
certain extent, all over the world, such as changes in the cur. 
rency, improvements in machinery, aod a diminution in the 
wages of labor. | bold in my hand, sir, (said Mr. H.) an off- 
cial document, showing the extent of the reduction of prices 
of manufactured goods of every description, in Great Britain, 
between the years I8ll and 1829; ao examination of which 
will satisfy gentlemen of the true state of the case. Mr. H. 
bere read from the table the following abstract: 


** MANUFACTURES AND Propuce or Great Britain. 


Years. Oficial Value. Declared or Acta- Relatire 
al lalue. oportion. 

IxIl, £21 ,723,532 L30,e50,618 100-14] 

1829, £55,465,7 2: L35,212,873 100—64"" 


On the whole, equal to about 40 per centum reduction. 
Of the articles embraced in the above tables, it further ap- 
pears, sir, that the cotton manufactures have fallen 


55 per centum., 


Woollen ditto, - - - - 30 +s 
Linen ditto, - . . . 45 vs 
Silk ditto, - - - - 55 + 


And I hardly think (said Me. H.) that any one will seriously 
contend that these reductions in prices in England have beea 
produced by American competition ! 

Let us now, Mr. President, examine the last, and, I must 
think, au iusuperable, objection to this bill. I mean its effect 
upon the revenue. From an attentive examination of ils pro- 
visions, | am perfectly satisfied that it makes vo reduction 
whatever on the entire class of protected articles, and that, 
whatever reduction is to be effeeted by it, must be produced 
only by the abolition of the duties on the unprotected articles. 
I will go further, and state my conviction that, on the protect- 
ed articies, the aggregate of the duties would be increased, and 
not diminished, by this bill. This I will endeavor to show, not 
by instituting a comparison between the bill as it came from 
the other House, and as it now stands, but by comparing it 
with the ‘Tariff of Tee. 

Mr. President, I do not profess to be very skilful in figures ; 
nor can I rely entirely on the accuracy of calculations which 
have been very hastily made. J have looked into the provi- 
sioas of this bill, however, as carefully as the shortness of the 
time would permit, and, to satisfy myself that I have fallen 
into no material errors, have consulted several persons, on 
whose accuracy | have the most entire reliance—one of them 
a gentieman of high character, and a skilful accountant, now 
a member of the other House. All of these genilemen have 
concurred in the general result that the bill, as it came from 
the other House, and much more as it now stands, actually in- 
creases the existing duties on the protected articles, \o an amount 
rariously estimated at from balf a million toa million and a half 
of dollars. ‘To me, however, (said Mr. H.) it would, 1 confess, 
be comparatively upimportant whether this bill is to effect a 
reduction of a few hundred thousand dollars on the protected 
articles, ascontended for by the Senator from Massachusetis, 
(Mr. WeesteRr,) or is to increase the duty by an equal amount. 
Nothing shortof a substantial reduction—a veduetion to the fair 
revenve standard—would have been at all satisfactory to me ; 
a few hundred thousand dollars, more or less, in adjusting a 
revenne of twenty-five or thirty millions, being of very little 
importance, in my estimation. But let us see how the tact 
stands. ‘he amount of the present duties on the protected ar- 
ticles, according to a calculation which T hold in my band, 
founded on the * Comparative Statement” submitied to Con- 
gress, from the ‘Treesury, oo the &th of May last, is $15,000,- 
000. OF this amount, it was proposed, by the Treasury scheme, 
to take off taxes, from the protected articles, to the amount of 
$3,674,587 ; while of the unprotected articles, amounting to 
about $9,000,000, he proposed to take off, nominally, 86,416,- 
OIG, bat, in foet, not more than tivo millions and a half, (S4,- 
665,750 of the said amount having been already reduced, by 
the Acts of 1850.) 

So far, therefore, as the unprotected articles are embraced 
in this ** Statement,” it cannot, of course, be made the basis 
of our caleulations—because, as any one will see who will look 
at that statement, it gives six millions as the amount to be re- 
duced on these articles—whereas, four millions of that amount 
had already been taken off, from salt, coffee, cocoa, molasses, 
and teas, under the Act of May, 1830, and, of course, cannot 
he considered as furnishing any part of the present duties to be 
reduced under any bill .o be vow passed.* But, so far as the 
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protected articles are concerned, I presume there can be no ob- 
jection to our proceeding ou the basis of the Treasury State- 
nent, 00 reduction of the duties on these articles having takea 
place since 1525. 

The whole amount of reduction proposed from the present 
duties, by the pian of the Secretary of the Treasury, was 4s 
follows, Viz: 


SS a 





Estimated Amount Proposed 

of Duties. Reduction. 
Protected articles, - - $15,935,734 $3,751,909 
Unprotected articles, - - 8,627,970 6,012,765 
Free articles, (partly of each,) 1,135,357 1,135,357 








$25,699,061  F$810,820,101 
Now, by the bill before the Senate, a sum exceeding the 
whole amount of the proposed reduction on the protected arti- 
cles, as above mentioned, is stricken out—while, on the unpro- 
tected articles, there is added to the proposed reduction of the 
freasury Department, the following items, viz: 
On tea and coffee, (now made free,) a further reduction of 


$337 251 
Wines and Silks, estimated at - - - 1,100,000 
Other small articles, - - - - - 50,000 





$1,487,251 
To which add the utmost possible reduction, on 


such articles, under Mr. MeLane’s bill, say ? 500,000 





Aud we have - - - - $3,987,251 
making together a reduction on the unprotected articles of 
about four millions.t 

Now. if it were true that there was an actual reduction, on 
the protected articles, of S500,000, as alleged, (iustead of an 
increase, as I believe, of at least $1,000,000,) 1 again ask, 
would such a pitiful reduction as this afford any compensation 
for this glaring inequality of taxation in respect to the protected 
and unprotected articles ? Whatever might be the opinious of 
others, for myself 1 would say I should consider such a reduction 
as amounting to nothing. tam far from admitting, however, 
that there is actually a reduction of half a million, or any re- 
duction at all, oa the protected articles. I do firmly believe, 
and will attempt to show, that the whole amount of taxes on 
these articles has been considerably increased. ‘To prove this, 
j will cow enter into a brief examination of the provisions of 
this bill, and compare them with the éxisting law. Tle would 
take, as the basis of his calculations, the ** Comparative State- 
ment” before alluded to. Here is an account, made up with 
some care, from this ** Comparative Statement.” It has been 
carefully corrected, by an aecurate accountant, and | have no 
doubt that it is sufficiently correct for ail practical purposes. 


Prorectep ARTICLES, viz. such as come into competition 
with articles wade or produced io the United States: 
Amount of Du- 

tees a 1830. 


Amount pro- 
posed to be ta- 
ken off by Mr. 
MecLane’s bill. 








of $3,674,537. 
reference to those very articles? 








Brass iu plates, - - - - 4,750 1,750 
Tin in plates, = - . - - 4,429 4,429 
Indigo, - - : : - 185,347> 185.347 
Corks, - - - - - 16,467 16,467 

$15,363,767 $3,674,537 


It thus appears, that, of the articles above mentioned, pay- 


ing duties to the amount of $15,363,767, it was proposed, by 


the Secretary of the Treasury, to take off taxes to the amount 
Now, how stands the bill before the Senate, in 
Let as see: 

Woolleus, no reduction, duty increased by £174,214. 
Cottons, no reduction, but duty increased $111,661. 

Iron manufactures, and bar, rolled, and steel, nu reduction— 
duties increased by S140,912. 

Hemp and Flax, maoufactures of, no reduction. 

Leaden, wooden, japanved, and tin ware,Ne. (see list above) 
no reduction—increased amount uukpown. 

Porcelain, china, and earthen ware, no reduction. 

Glass ware, no reduction. 

Cotton Bagging, a reduction, nearly nominal. 

Cordage, &c., no reduction. 

Sugar, no reduction. 

Salt, no reduction. 

Spirits, no reduction. 

Coal, no reduction. 

Paper, no reduction. 

Leghorn and other hats, no reduction. 

Quills, hair cloths, quicksilver, brass and tin in plates, indi- 
go, corks, musical instruments, yaro, aod a variety of oiler ar- 
ticles, no reduction. 

To which may be added cash duties, diminished credits, and 


our imports, to the amount of from II to 15 per cent. 
These articles, with the exception of the three first, (wool- 
lens, cottons, and iron.) all speak for themselves. With regard 
to these. I will show how I arrive at the conclusion that the 
bill before us proposes to increase the duties upon them. 

I wiil begin with woollens. On this article Mr. McLane pro- 
posed to take off duties to the amount of $1,220,670. 


centum. 
of $1,220,670, as follows: 
On all woollens under 50 cents, 10 per centum ad valorem. 
On worsted stuff goods, Xe., 20 per centum ad valorem. 


rem. 
Now, what is proposed in this bill? 


and under 35 cents the square ward, 5 per centum. 


Ou worsted goods, &c., 10 per centum. 


kets.) 57 per centum. 


rage, according to the Treasury Statement, 48 per centum, an 


creased to 57 per centum, being 27 veyond the duty proposec 
by Mr. McLane, and 9 per centum beyond the present duty. | 


centum, are bere put at 5 per ceatam, but Mr. MeLaue’s plat 
embraced all woollens under 50 cents, whereas this bill is conf 


subject, will not embrace oue-third part of the ** coarse wool 
lens vuder 50 cents.” If so, the entire reduction on these ne 
gro cloths will net exceed SLOV,000. 

The saving on the worsted, will, | am told, be counterbalan 
eed by the enhanced duty on some other descriptions of cloths 
and on negro and other coarse hats. Agaiust these reduction 


least $174,204. 





Woollens of all deseriptions, $2,626,261 $1,220,670 
Cottons. - - - . 3,301 jos ZOU 28s 
jron, manufactured, - . 1,047,935 125,504 
Ditto, bar, rolled, hammered, and 
Steel, - ° - - 995,747 J83.694 
Hemp and flax, manufactures of, 1,026,520 93,52) 
Japanned Tin, Plared, Leather, 
Gilt. Brass, Pewter, Leaden 
Wares, Ditto of Wood aud 
Marble, . - 308,188 59 273 
Porcelain, China, Earthen, and 
Stone Ware, - - 276,093 25,151 
Giass Ware, - - - 124,097 24,502 
Cotton Bagging, - . : 24.030 10,321 
Sugar, . : : - 2,673,558 445,574 
Salt, - - - . . 1,074,829 RUG, 127 
Wool, - - - . - RU O64 04,397 
Spirits, . - - 1,031 348 no reduc. 
Coal, - - . - . 98.405 no reduc. 
Paper, - - - . . 100,557 no redue. 
Leghorn Hats, - - 179.756 81,G99 
$15,0c9,635 $5,400,441 


Add the following articles, pro- 
posed to be admitted duty free: 
(Quills, - - - - - 


£4,376 $4576 


ferent process, arrived at the same result. By one ealculatio 


is shown to be $250,000. 


change io the pound sterling, operating, on the great mass of 


The 
whole quantity of woollens is estimated at $5,857,225, the du- 
ties at $2,626,261, being an average rate of duty of 43 per 
Now, Mr. MeLane proposed to effect this reduction 


On all other manufactures of wool, SU per centum ad valo- 
On plains, kerseys, and kendal cottons, (weighing 16 ounces) 


On all other manufactures of wool, (except a few coarse blan- 


Here, then, it will be seen, at once, that. on the great mass 
of woollens, the duties on which, under the existing law, ave- 


is true, negro cloths, which Mr. MeLane set down at 10 per 


ned to “ plains, kerseys, and kendal cottons, under 35 cents,” 
which, | am assured by those who profess to understand the 


are to be charged 27 per ceutum increase on the great mass of 
woollens, to which must be added at least 5 per centum for the 
cash duties, avd 8 per centum for the change in the calculation 
of the pound sterling from $4 44 to $4 80. If there be no er- 
ror in my arithmetic, we will, on these data, have, instead of a 
reduction, an jocrease, of the duties on wooll®ns, equal to at 
Any gentleman can make the calculation for 
‘limself. [em confirmed in my conclusion, Sy the fact that se- 
'veral persous, who have made the calculation, have, by a dif- 


which I have before me, the increase of the duty oo woollens 


—— 


These cases have been furnished from the most voquestiona- 
ble sources. 

A practical map, intimately acquainted with the subject, 
writes me, that “these provisos will double the duty on hard- 
ware made of common sized iron,” and he estimates the am't 
of the increased duty on hardware at upwards of five hundred 
thousand doilars. 

But, take it at half of that amount, and we have an increase 
of the duty oo iron and manufactures of iron, of $140,912. 

The account, then, according to my estimate, would stand 
thus : 

Increase of the duty on the protected articles, under this bill: 


On woollens, - - - . - - $174,214 
On cottons, - - - - - - - 111,661 
Ou iron, as above, - - - - - 140,912 


The increase on other articles cannot be estimat- 
ed at less than - - : - - - 

Add for the change in the value of the pound ster- 
ling, and the shortened credits on articles other than 
woollens, cottons, aud iron, at Jeast - - 


100,000 


900,000 





And we have an increase of - - $1,026,787 


It is vain and idle for gentlemen to tell us, in general terms, 
that this bill is to reduce the duties four, five, eight, or ten mi!- 
lions. Let them give us a bill of particulars—show us the 
| items—point out the articles on which the reduction is to take 
place—and let them explain how it is to be effected. The 
Chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, in his expo- 
sition of the subject, shows that the official Treasury estimate 
of the reduction to be effected, under this bill, as reported from 
the Committee of Manufactures, was, on woollens, cottons, 
iron, and the great mass of the protected articles, only $844,000 
—and that the whole amount of the proposed reduction was 
only $4,177,000. 

Now, we all know that a large amount of this proposed re- 
duction was stricken out in the House. That distinguished 
gentieman has given us statements, showing that, in the shape 
in which the bill passed the House, the estimated increase of 
the duties ov the protected articles was $1,406,000, while the 
estimated reduction on the unprotected articles was $3,780.000. 
If gentlemen will turo to the Treasury Statement, No. 125 of 
the Senate's documents, they will find that the whole amount 
of saving on the articles proposed to be admitted duty free un- 
der the bill reported by the Committee of Manufactures of this 
House, was only $1,663,010. Add to this every free article 
since added to the list, and the further reduction on silks and 
wines, aud even the two or three hundred thousand dollars 
which gentlemen say has been taken off of the protected afti- 
cles, and what will they amount to? 

Thus, then, it will be seen that the whole amount of the re- 
duction proposed by the Secretary of the Treasury, on the pro- 
tected articles, has been stricken out, and that more than a 
million has been added to the existing duties on those articles. 
But, for ali this, we are told that we are to be remunerated, by 
a still greater reduction on the unprotected articles. Now, as- 
suming the reduction on the unprotected articles, proposed by 
|} the Secretary of the Treasury, to be, as before stated, 

















which Mr. MeLane put at thirty per centum, the duty is in- ¥2.500,000 


The following are the further reductions embra- 
ti ced in this bill, viz: 








On teas and coffee. free, - - - - 337 261 
} Wines and silks, further reduced, - - - 1,100,000 
$3,937,251 


Making the total reduction on the unprotected articles, in 
-|round numbers, about four millions of dollars, estimated on the 
-| receipts of 1850. 

From which if we deduct the assumed increase on the pro- 
-| tected articles, as about $1,000,000, we have, as the am’t of ac- 
tual reduction under this bill, three millions, and no more. If the 
S| present revenue be estimated at the actual receipts of the year 
1831, viz. $25,525,000, or at the actual! receipt of the last year, 
upwards of $30,000,000, or at the average receipts of the last 
five years—the result, after making every allowance, will give 
a clear revenue of umecards of twenty millions of dollars, and 
leave us eight or teu millions beyond the ordinary expenses of 
the Government. 

Having taken Mr. McLane’s estimated reduction as the basis 
of all my calculations, | have not noticed the repeal of the 10 
and 20) per centum in the valuation of foreiga goods, these ha- 
nD) ving been deducted in the Treasury estimates. In making this 
comparison, I beg not to be understood as expressing my ap- 
probation of the Treasury scheme. ‘That scheme proposed to 





; 
*) 


Hair Cloths, - - - : - 8.5090 8.360 
Bolting Cloths, — - - . . 1,566 1.566 
* Quicksilver, - - - - - 51,837 51,337 


* This is explained as follows: By the Trersury Statement, the am’t 
of the reduction on the following articles is stated as follows, estunated 
on the duties in force prior to 1530), viz: 


Proposed Reduction. 





Salt, - - - - - - - - $806,127 
Cotiee, . . : . - - 2,316,971 
Cvcoa, - - - - - 51,649 
Molasses, - - - : . - - AIS.707 
Teas, . . - . . - 2821562 

$6,416 O16 


Bat, of this amonnt, $41,665,759 had been already reduced, under the 


Acts of 20th and 29th of 


On Salt, . 


May, Psu, 


viz: 
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Cotlee, - - . m ” 2,050,529 
Cocoa, - - . . - . : 25,324 
Molasses, : . - - - : 418,707 
Teas, - . . . . . - 1,623,746 

$4,665,750 


+ Of this sam, $4,665,750 being already reduced, as above mention- 


ed, leaves the amount of actual reduction $6,416,016. 
unimportant in amount, are here omitted. 


t To show that the atnount of the reduction of the duties on the wn- 
protected articles is not underrated, reference is made to the Report of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, made to the Senate on the 15th April, 
which (after correcting wp error in summing up) 
reduction in such articles, under Mr. Dickerson 

[ See Senate’s Doc. 125. ] 


Add further reduction, as above, 


And we have only 
as the probable amount of reduction, und 


protected articles. 


er the present biil, 


8 bill, was only 


$1,668,016 


1,487 251] 


Some articles, 


shows that the whule 


On Cotton the calculation is much more simple. According 
to the Treasury Statement, the value of cottons is estimated at 
#7.864,615—the duty at $3,381 ,358—proposed saving at $260,- 
Ze3. Now, the bill before us makes no alteration in the Trea- 


make a reduction, oo the present duties, of between six and 
seven millions of dollars, which, according to any fair estimate 
of the present and future revenue of the country, would have 
left a surplus in the Treasury, beyond the wants of the coun- 





sury plan with respect to cottons. Assuming, then, the saving 
to be, as above stated, $260,000, we have, as a set-off against 
this reduction, the diminished crediis, equal to near three per ct., 
and, in the change in the pound sterling, equai to eight per 
centum—making, together, eleven per centum on the amount of 
the duty. ‘This, according to my calculation, will exceed the 
estimated saving by $111,661. 

lron, and the manufactures of iron and steel, consist of too 
great a variety of articles, to enable me to do more than to 
submit a mere general statement in relation to them. 

Of these articles, which | shall consider under one head, the 
Treasury valuation is $5,688,736—duties 2,033,682—estimated 


saving $309,088. Agaiust this sum ts to be put the diminished 


which is to be added av enormous increase of duties on a great 
variety of articles of hardware, under the provisos in the 1Uth, 
Ith, and 13th members of the 2d section of the bill, which 
carry up the duties, on all manufactures of iron, as high as the 
raw material—thus changing ed valorem duties, of from 25 to 
40 per centum, to specific duties, ranging from 100 and 200 
up to 800 and even 400 per centum! I have already given to 
the Senate several examples of the effect of these provisos. | 
will repeat one or two of them. 

Ou an invoice of trace chains, the present duty on which, at 
25 per centum, amounted only to 869, the duty under this bill, 
at 3 cents per pound, will amount to $198, 

On a parcel of knitting needles, now paying a duty of 81 
90, the proposed duty will be 89. 





$3,152,267 
on the un- 


On an invoice of bed screws, costing $53, and paying duties, 
under the existing laws, of only $14, the duty uader this bill 
will be $67. 





credits and the pound sterling, equal to about $200,000—te | 


try. of from six to cight millions. The proposed reduction was 
not only too small, but it was made in much too great a pro- 
portion on the uvprotected articles ; and, being expressly an- 
nounced as a final arrangement of the System, was altogether 
inadmissible. Ono iron the duties run up te above 100 per ent. 
—on coarse cottons to a still greater amount—and on every 
other article the duties were still higher. But, bad as was the 
'scheme of the Secretary of the Treasury, the bill from the 
House was much worse—and this bill is infinitely the worst 
‘of all. 
In conclusion, Mr. H. said, that, to his mind, it wae perfect- 
ly clear that this bill, in its present shape, had not a single fea- 
‘ture to recommend it to the favor of any but the fast friends of 
the American System. It is neither more nor less than the re- 
_ solution of the Senator from Kentucky, reduced to the form of 
-alaw. It takes off the duties altogether from almost the en- 
‘tire mass of the unprotected articles, such as tea, coffee, spices, 
| fruits, and a hundred other articles of luxury, and reduces them 
to alinost nothing oo silks and wines, while it leaves the pro- 
tected articles almost untouched, or with additional burdens 
thrown upon them. In this view of the ease, it affords no re- 
lief whatever to the South. It. only aggravates the injustice 
of which we complain. lt throws the whole burden of Fede- 
ral taxation on the very articles the duties upon which operate 
as a tar oo Southern capital and labor, and as a bounty io the 
iudustry and capital of another section of the Unien. The 
passage of such a bill as this would ouly be regarded as the 
consummation of the Protecting Policy. It leaves no hope for 
the future. It must rivet upoo the country, irretrievably and 
forever, a system which he did most conscientiously believe 
‘was hostile to the general we!fare—utterly unconstitutionai— 















262 | | Banuer of the Constitution. 





nad destructive of the Tay interests and Sinoet siahes of the | 


women States. The gentleman from Kentucky bad ex- | PRILAD BLE ETA & 


b! ressed a hope—doubtiess most sincerely entertained—that the | 























uth would receive this _ as a peace-offering, founded on | ~ ee gy Oe a ee “1 
concession and compromise ; aad he had kindly tendered his | WEDNESDAY, JULY 25, 1832. . 
advice that we should go we and say to our constituents that) — 7 yea > — 
we had accomplished al! that we had a right to exp ect—that a 
our grievauces were redressed—and thus the country would be DISCONTINUANCE OF THIS JOURNAL. 
ouce more restored to harmony and peace. Let me tell that 
poenbeman, sir, that if, with my convictions of the true charac- 


: The subscribers to the BANNER OF THE CONSTITUTION are 
of this bill, L could go to my constituents with such Jan- 
guage on my lips, I shouad co home with ‘a lie in my mouth.’ 


respectfully informed that its publication will terminate with 
" ™ Se ‘ > ; . p ~] ) , . o , m4 . 
‘o. sir! when I speak on such a subject, 1 shall spec ak the ho- | the present volume, in December next. As by our terms, which 


pest convictions of my mind, and s ball be coustrained, howe-| will be found on the last page of the paper, subscriptions are 
ver reluctantly, to « leclare, as I now de, iv the presence of this payable in advance, we trust that we shall not be considered as 
louse. nv ( ouutry. and my God. that the American System 


he | urging an unreasonable request, if we solicit an early settle- 
has become the seule ile country—that the hopes ; . . 
, sar Aep-scllese led pore) pee BE sag OPCS | ment of all outstanding accounts. Remittances by mail, at our 
co! the South are at an end. aed, as far as their prosperity is} | Ailey 
lent on Federal Legislation, THEIR RUIN SEALED risk and expense, will be acceptable from every quarter. 
A! “awai tae F rn! ital es “ . ‘ A a6 ‘ . 


In consequence of this arrangement, the publication of * The 








’ TO "hy }., 4 ‘ . inal! ‘Ag n 7. rg se 7 hair : oe ’ ‘ 7 
Nore.—The Seuate finally receded from such of their} Menthly Journal of Political Economy” will be postponed un- 
eT ricie ent . eu, e cisarre i : ’ > suse. TT =) ynHts > aS . ; . . - 
hmenudments as were cisagrecd Ke By ~ - if The pe mre til the first of January next; when a copy of the first number 
dispute, however. were very few, and not of much import-| —. , : 

. ) , will be transmitted to each subscriber to the Banner, those ac- 
The following were the only matericl items : count to the end of the year shall have been paid. Those who 
Ist. The o¢ per centum on twoollns, passed by the Senate, | may then desire to withdraw from our list, but may have a de- 

l « r | — +! . . . i . ° ' “34 > > 
wae we S ) per centum, as proposed by the House. licacy in saying so directly, will have an opportunity of doing 
Saul ‘ left < < PO} t}s 7 ty +4 | lS eC! . J 7 . . . ; : r 
<i : was left as proposed by the Louse, PEN) it, by merely withholding a renewal of their subscription. 
Cotton bagging was left at 34 cents, as passed by the] *,* Those subseribers to the Janner, whose names have 
) tead of 4 cents been received by us since January last, and who may wish to 
=< > woe *PT ‘pnts Re -* ce ea ; > 1, nce . . . ~ . 

ugar Was Ielt al ~4 cents, as propo ed by the House, | receive the previous Nos. of the present volume,can have them 

ee eee rai » ’ if immediate application be made. Those few who have paid 

, “ulated even on this basis, Mr. McDurrig estimated the nvr hich will / ear 1833 

increase of culty ou the prolect d articles at $1,406,000 beyond subscriptions in advance, which WI i into the year Luv, 

the present Tarnfi. Making allowance for the fall of prices, it} will be refunded the amount overpaid, or, at their option, re- 
cau t be doubted that the duties now imposed are much ceive the Monthly Journal for the unexpired term. 

greater, ad valorem, than they were in 182°, without taking ip- 


*.* The Prospectus of the Journal will be published in our 
next paper—by which it will appear that Banking and Curren- 
REMARKS OF MR. BROWN, (of N.C.) ON TUE SAME} CY; t¥o subjects of great interest at the present period of our 


account tue Cash duties. orc hang e 1 i! ie pound sterling. 





OCCASION. history, and which vy to be thoroughly yr iyier by every 
—< Zen, CC in some oO les 
Mr. Brown said, before the question was taken on the final | ©4200 will receive full attention in some of the earliest num- 
passage of the bill then under consideration, be felt that it was | bers. 
due to those whom he had the honor in part to representin thet 


body, and likewise to himself, to explain the motives which, on The New Tari if. —We shall publish in our next the new Ta- 
the most deliberate consideration, would induce him to vote in 


riff Law passed at the recent session of Congress, and shall 


y i! e bail. This he would dotua very few words. 1 , — 
ager hn ; . s~_| now proceed to point out the principal alterations from the ex 
the question had been brought to the consideration of the Se- 


pate, in the form of a bill, at an earlier period of the session, he isting law, effeeted by it, and which are to go into operation 
sould have availed himself of the eccasion to have expressed | from the od of March, 1833. A correct copy could not be ob- 
bis views gen rally, ona subject of such deep and momentous] tained iu time for this paper. 

interest to the country. To consume time in unprofitable dis- WoO! 
cussion, at that advanced period of the session, would be as little r. 


°* , g * ° ’ . > . "5° ° -,! , “? 4 i< é . = , 

sn accordance With his feelings as it would be respectful to the bo- The present duty on all imported wool ts 4 cents per pound 
cy which he adcresse “ lic had felt uie most anxious solicitude | and 50 per centaum ad valorem besides. By the new law, the 

x . . **% + , Is ste > ] } . » . ‘ , | . 
tliat some acjustme ot of this question, caictated Dy bes sprit el auty ou all low priced wool, such as costs abroad not ex- 

uciliation.shouald be made befere the edjournmentof Congress. ae 
. a Uiation,sho mac er a a ee npr": tet ceeding eight cents per pound, and which is, of course, inferior 
* iueaced by a spirit of that kind, he had come to the deterni- | , 2 ; a thi 

SE ep . - ‘ysonade 4 quality to any raised in this country, ts reduced to 5 per 

nation to vote for the bill which had passed the Heuse of Re- |! Gan'y to any raised in this country, ts cod fo 2 | 
presentatives, unless made mere objectionable by ameudiments | ccutum ad valorem, which is a mere nominal duty. i pon all 
' . " , . . 
tl e Senate. He admitted that the bill, as it came from the] other wool, the only reduction is from 50 per cent. ad valorem 


se 


liouse of Representatives, st »] ed far, very far shert of redu- 


to 40 per cent., the specific charge of 4 cents per Ib. being re- 
ryt r} or > 7 r] gTayT! i. vel eh Lap serclatene q » “ ' oo = : 
cpg tH Cc’ » that standard which the condition of our fi tained ; and, a. this four cents per Ib. hay be considered equal 
2 2. @ . ‘ : 7 
rs requil “an | which justice to a iarge portion of the 
ear week, WE gy, Tee “ wg to 15 per centum ad valorem upon an average, the real change 
uien demanded. ut it proposed a redaction, end, from the a " € 10 P 
. , ‘ . . 1 i , s ; © ’ . ? ‘yy TT > 7 a) rs 
stexnaminanton ide ewe cj bee li abie lo sive lo the sualyj at, a sub- eile ected is it u iL _ re ‘ up 0 — rom € ery 6 cent 
reduction on a number of articles which entered ex-| heretofore laid, which is the removal of less than one-sixth part 
ively iuto the cousumpton of the whole agricultural portion | of the burden complained of. In this arrang capers. the woo!l- 
Southern States. ht had been hes ud b3 one howorable | os rowiug interest has abundant cause to rejoice. ‘The low pri- 
in the course of this Cebate, that voting for the bill, as ah i ot! — . 
=. ae we | ,,, ced wools cannot much tnterlere with tbe production of our 
it cia om tue flouse, Woulia concece the constitutional rigaty | . = , : ; 
s e . nr "+ . « (! as ‘ > *<T. t “orer sat a ’ Te | ° 
‘ nt to protect manufactures. lie. Mr. B.. view- farmers ; and, as to the re the greatest POssiinte decline in 
the subject in a very different light. lie had yet to learn upon price that can take place from the reduction of the duty, is 
i principle if was uucoustituional to vote for a bill disui-] jess than six per centum. The freight, expenses, and mer 
’ */ bios ; Tt Bare ‘oOmetit sey % ! , Taget ft by: . P . n Hr 
hige 83? VUIGCi ( Aga | rds Uis, AUG " ele he ol \N eo ( lant s rofits. @! Importing wool, are at least 2 per centum. 
we to mitigate the evils of the system. In expressing his] ,. |, . , ) - 
‘ 7 - if this be added to the present culy, equal to GO per centum. 


mitention to vote tor loe bili as it came irom the House, | 1 Wish- : . . -_ -) 
, , . mnderstouc. that he should not have sup nod this sum apaio lo the lirst cost, we sliaii hav Cc Ou cents as 
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Por Lit asa me asure of Compromise. ‘They had vo auth ority the selling price, in our market, of wool which costs abroad 
to compromise the rights of their coustituents on great que stious 100 cents. Now, as the reduction of duty only thkes away 10 
° oe? . ¢ ; — ‘¥ sh rot } ‘ % ) ~ > . . - - 
a Se eS eS Nor v vuld soe, . he possessed cents of this whole sum, it follows that the decline in price can 
» authority, exercise iin reference to th ion. 6 2 Rent - 4 
‘ dia ee < ve Duta tribe more tian v pel ceutlam, which, upon common 
b.0 Was Hhostue, on principle , to the whok oer rotecting system. , . 
; | , 7% riaye rit ii ns ' oOnore ( with a seat in i! ut body, he would noo! ‘* Ww orth ~~ cents a pound, would be a reduct lon o! about 
ceut ute his bumble eflerts, on all See occasions, to eradi-| one cent a pound—hardly the dif ference in price between two 
Cul rom Our .aws a jl ineiple which he believed iIncomn: iti-| market days, or two stores in the same town. 
hthe enh ned spirit ¢ he age, and o e £0 . 7 seated 
| ened sp! | the age, an f free govern VOOLLENS. 
eut Vhis much he had deemed it ‘is duty to say in refer- “A 
epee to the bill as it came from the House. He would now as- The present duty on woollen cloths called plains, which 


. ma few words, the resous which weuld influence him to| constitute the chief clothing of the blacks in the slave-holding 
: | amended by the Senate. The ameadments 


liad. in his opmion, destroyed whatever of value was contained 
mthe oil, { y tue Treasiv r the duties on the }) rotected articles: and 
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States, if it costs not exceeding 324 cents the square yard, is 
14 cents per square yard ; if it exceed 33§ cents, the duty is | 








sent duty range from 45 to 225 per centum. By the new bili, 
the duty is reduced to 16 cents per square yard, which is stijj 
160 per centum upon the lowest qualities, whilst it is but 32 
per centuin upon the finest. With this arrangement the ma. 
nufacturer ought to be satisfied : for the reduction in the price 
of coarse raw wool and other materials, with the abolition of 
credits on duties, will make up for a considerable portion of 
what they will lose by selling their goods 64 cents per square 
yard lower than before. 

On all woollen cloths, the present duty, according to the mi- 
vimum system, upon all costing upwards of 50 cents a square 
yard, ranges from 45 to 111] per centum, coustituting an ave- 
rage of 87 per centum. The new bill fixes the duty at 50 per 
centum, and abolishes the minimum system as relates to this 
article. ‘This reduction will, we presume, not prove a ruinous 
one for the manufacturers of woollens, although such an idea 
was held out during the debates. It may prevent them from 
manufacturing certain descriptions of cloth ; but, as regards 
some qualities; they are left better off than they were before. 
They have in their favor a reduction of the duty on raw woo! 
and its abolition on some dycing crugs and other articles used 
in their manufacture. They have also an increase of duty in 
the form of the abolition of the credit upon the duties, equal to 5 
per centom ; and they have, besides, a protecting duty of 50 
per centum, which is greater than the 45 per centum under the 
present law, upon the qualities which cost just below the pre- 
sent minimum prices. ‘Thus, according to a table before us, 
the present duties on cloth costing between 40 and 50 cents, be- 
tween 80 and 100 cents, between 200 and 250 cents, and be- 
tween J25 and 400 cents, per square yard, range from 45 to 56 
per centum ; and, consequently, as regards these qualities, the 
protection is now as great as it ever was. By a parity of rea- 
soning, it will appear that the consumers of cloths will pot be 
much benefitted by the change. Under the present minimum 
system, the great bulk of the cloths imported has consisted of 
those which were of the prices above named ; but it cannot be 
denied that a great point has been gained in breaking up a 
part of the mioimum fraud, which was designed to keep from 
the people the real amount of their burdens. 


As to the other priueipal articles comprehended in the second 
paragraph of section 2d, the changes have been as follows : 
Worsted stuff goods have been reduced from 25 to 10 per cent.; 
worsted yarn from 334 to 20 per centum ; mits, gloves, bind- 
ings, blankets, and hosiery, from 35 to 25 per centum ; Brus- 
sels and Wilton carpets from 70 cents to 63 ceuts per square 
yard ; ingrained and Venitian from 40 to 35 cents per square 
yard ; small blankets, costing uot to exceed 75 cents, from 35 
per centum to 6 per centem; woollen yarns have been increas- 
ed from 533 per ceutum to 90 per cent. and 4 cents per pound 
besides; ready-made clothing has been left at its present rate. 

COTTONRS. 

In reverence to this article, the manufacturers have not yield- 
ed one single cent. ‘Phe odious minimum system is retained in 
all its deformity, and the only change that lias been effected, is 
ope in mere pame. By the present law it is enacted that all 
cotton goods not dyed, colored, printed, or stained, costing, 
abroad, 5, 10, 15, 20. 25, 30, or 35 cents, per square yard, or 
any intermediate price, * shall be “deemed and taken” to have 
cost 35 cents, and shall pay. upon that price, 25 per centum. 
in other words, all such goods pay &3 ceuts per square yard, 
which, upon the lowest cost, is 175 percentum. The manu- 
facturers are now graciously pleased to say that, in considera- 
tion of the great desire by which they are actuated to concili- 
ate the South, and to save the Union, they will consent that 
such goods as cost from 5 to 380 cents per square yard, shall be 
deemed and taken to have cost only 30 cts., instead of 35 cts. 
In other words, they will be content with a duty of 74 cents, 
instead of 3 cents—that is, with a duty of 150 per centum, in- 
stead of one of 175, upon the lowest qualities of cottons. This 
is all their concession ; and, when we know that a duty of 74 
cents effects what Mr. Webster calls “flat prohibition,” just 
as readily as one of &{ cents, upon nineteen-twentieths of all 
the plain cottons that could come into competition with ours, 
we know not which most to admire, in the manufacturers and 
their advocates in Congress, their wonderful magnauimity and 
love of the Union, or their simplicity in believing that such a 


|rapacious holding on to extortion would ever be acquiesced in. 


As to other cottons, and yarns, the anere dutics have been 


viewed its passage, in its present shape, as substantially re- oe ceuts per square yard. The pew bill reduces all that | held on to, without the slighest yielding ; but nankeens, direct 
' ye some of the most obuoxious features of the Tanff of | costs 35 cents and less to 5 per centum, which can in no case | from China, are to be admitted at 20 per centum, instead of 25 
lec. exceed 14 cents per square yard. This is unquestionably q | per centum, because they do not materially interfere with our 
tle must be permitted, with great deference to the opinions) great reduction, and will be sensibly felt at the South, if 35 | cotton manufacture. 
| t : " aves _ — ute, ; ne thong — ~ nly, \ “ rel cts. will cover the cost, abroad, of the cloth in question, which FLOOR-CLOTHS. 
sited : | _ e toe bill ena erent —aorammeene ie) To appears to be disputed in some of the Southern papers. If, The — duties on stamped, printed, or painted floor- 
that bodyihe ¢ ‘onstitation had peculiarly giv eu the power to ori- however, the cloth should cost above Jo cents per square yard, cloths, is 50 cents per square yard. ry the new bill, this duty 


ginate bills, on the delicate and interesting question of taxation. | the duty will then be 50 per centum ad valorem, equal to 18 
it emanated cirectly from the great body ef the peop le, and was 
presumed to re per sent fairly their wishes in relation to that sub- 
‘ct, and at had, by a most decided majority, expressed Us opi-| . *: “ a “= Perr 
sion in faver of a reduction ef duties. mig from 46 to of ceuts per square yard, il is @ positive increase 
The extraordinary spectacle was presented iu our country, of | of the duty. With this arrangement, the manufacturers have 
continuing a system of unjust and op pre sssive taxation, not call-| no cause of complaint. They do not manufacture this com- 


cents a square yard upon any that may cost 36 cents, which is 
but a small reduction from the present rates. Upon cloth cost- 





ed for by the exigencies of the uation, but to benefit a few mo- | modity, and deserve vo more credit for this concession, than an 
Hop >. ile hy op ed ih: it the } justice ° intelligence. and patrio: ism | } | Ohi 10 farmer Ww oulk l, VW ho should consent to remove the duty 
of the people, would correct this evil, and save the Union from | | ome eis 

the cdisa us consequences which were likely to result from! “— : : 

perseveriug in such a system. On flannels, bockings, and baizes, the present duty on all that 





costs not exceeding 50 cents per square yard, is 224 cents per 
From the 16th to the 19th inst. (both inclusive) 2547 tons of| Square yard. The coarsest quality of these articles can be had 
val arrived at Boston from Philadelphia, abroad as low as 10 cents a square yard, which makes the pre- 


is reduced to 43 cents, which is a very trifling reduction of so 
onerous a tax. The cost of oil floor-cloths abroad is from 
42 to 100 cents a square yard, and upwards, and, consequent- 
ly, the new duty wil! be equal, upon some qualities, to 100 per 
centum. Qn oil cloths, other than patent floor-cloth, the pre- 
sent duty is 25 cents per square yard, and upon furviture oil 
cloth 15 cents per square yard. Both these are reduced to 124 
cents per square yard, which, upon the cost of tkese articles, 
may vary from 25 to 50 per centum. A great reduction, how- 
ever, has been made upon China floor-matting from 15 cents 
per square yard, to about half a cent, the cost in China being 
only about ten cents per square yard. This article, however, 








belongs only to the rich, who, it seems, under every modifica- 
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tion of the American Srstien, are to have their interests spe- 
cially taken care of. 


ee e+ ee 


IRON, 

Upon iron, the rates in the new bill correspond with those of 
the Tariff of 1824. Upon rolled iron the duty is reduced from 
237 per ton to $30 ; upon hammered iron from $22 40 to $18; 
and upon pig irou from $12 50 to S10 per ton. A similar re- 
duction to the rates of 1824 has also taken place with most 
other descriptions of iron, such as rods, sheet, hoop, band iron 
&e. The present duty of $73 40 per ton is reduced to $67 20 
per ton. 

It would be too tedious to enumerate the articles upon which 
these trifling pominal reductions have been made. We say 
«+ nominal,” because, in point of fact, by the new law the iron 
manufacturers are placed upon a better footing than they were 
in 1828. Since that year there has been a fall in the price of 
iron abroad, so great that a specific duty of $0 per ton is ae- 
tually now a greater ad valorem duty than $37 was in 1622. 

Upon hardware, and manufactures of iron in general, and on 
steel, there has been no diminution of duty, but, on the cortra- 
ry, upon several descriptions, an increase, in the usual form of 
a provise, which will be found in the twelfth paragraph of see- 
tion 2d. 

HEMP. 
The reduction on this article bas been from 


S60 to S40 per 
tou ; ou Sail duct from 11 cents a square yard 


to 15 per cent. 
ad valorem ; on collon bagging, from 5 cents to 34 cents per 
square yard. 

SLLIAS. 

The present duty on silks coming from beyond the Cape of 
Good Hope is 20 per centum, and upon silks from France and 
other parts of the world 20 per centum. ‘The former is redu- 
ced, by the new bill, to 10 per centum, aad the latter to 5 per 
centum. ‘This great reduction upon an article not manufactu- 
ed in the United States, is highly favorable to those 
afford to wear silk stocli ik 


who ean 
coats, silk and silk 
shawls, and was only made in order that the exorbitant tax 


ners, sil gowns, 

yoon woollen clothes aud flannels, necessary to the poor man, 

should be more firmiy rivetted upon him. For, iu proportion 

ro the extent of the reduction upon articles not produced in 

the country, must there exist a pretext for keeping on the high 
ities upon the protected articles. 
| Coffee are made free. 


for the same reason, 7a 


SUGAR. 


Ou browa sugar the duty is reduced from 3 cents to 24 cents 


pper pound—that is, from 100 per eentum ad valorem to °3 per 


centum ; and upon white sugar from 4 cents to 


The rest of the articles reduced by the 


- 


03 ceuts per 
hill, are most ly of the 
It is not neces- 


la this country. 
ar which is hereafter to 
-carried ou agatast the Restrictive System, must be a 
} 
‘ 


e exorbitant rates of duty established by the new 


sarv to enumerate them here, for the w 
saipst 
iW upon 
ie protected articles. As soon as a correct |i 
detail. 


iew of the * 


st of the new du- 
san 


i t 


shall appear, we will lay before our readers 
American System” 


* 
; 
i. 


as it is to appear in iis new 


At present we must limit ourselves to stating that, be- 


in the duties, the new law efects 


me other important changes. 


sides the alterations made 


It aboiishes the practice, previously existing, of adding ten 


per ceatum to the invoice cost of all foreign commodities lia- 
e to an ad valorem duty, before calculating the duty. ‘This 
arrangement operates as a reduction of al! existing ad valorem 


“aties to the extent of the tenth part of their amount. Aa in- | 
nce of S100, which before paid duty on & 
y on the true amount. 


110, will aow only 


ibis reduction, however, in refer- | 
goods imported from Great Britain, by a chan 


aluation of the pound sterling. 


is nearly counterbalanced 
ice to ail ge in 
The pound was for- 
v valued at $4 44, and is now to be rated at S4 80, which 


ie cal v 


iit operate as an increase of the j invoice cost equal to about, 


> per centum. 
farther change, however, is effected, which, added to the 
liag one, will more 


ei than counterbalance the reduction re- 
to, as far as relates to our trade with Great Britain. It 
Siu the entire abolition of credits on wool and manufactures 
1 wool, and in the redaction of the terms of credit on all oth- 
articles. The present credits on goods of all kinds fromm 

‘ope, (except spirits, wines, salt, or teas, which have speci- 
‘ rates,) are, one-third in 3, one-third in 10, aud one-third in 
- mouths, giving an average of 3 trronths. 
1¢ credits upon all goods fiom all 


orrnsg 
ss 


by the new law, 
| parts of the world are to be 
ce-haifia 3 months and one-half in G months, making an ave- 
e of 44 months. The abolition of credits on wool aud woo!- 
a8 is equivalent to an increase of the duty of jive per centwn, 
stimating money to be worth 6 per centum per annum ; and 

reduction of duties on other articles from 


Europe, not 
| wes 


excepted, is equal to the interest on 54 months—that is, | 
i; percentum. The credits upon merchandise from the West | 
ilies, are, one-half in 6 months and one-half in 9 months, 

', from all other countries than Europe and the West In- 
es, one-third in 8, one-third in 10, and one-third in 18 months 
so that, in every case, the change elfected will operate as aa 
crease of the duty. 


De 

The 
Ning 
now 


Cholera.———The progress of this disease, in New York, 


ard of Health were as follows, up to noon of each day: 


Cases, Deaths. 
July 17, - : - 133 GO 
1 ’ 7 as ™ 138 a 72 
19, - e - 202 : a2 
20, - . - 220 - JOH 
1. ‘ ‘ © sii : 104 
) . P " 839 ‘ OH) 
23. ‘ ‘ : 233 . “2 
‘Totals. . - 1509 520 
Add number previously reported. 1132 527 
Grand Total. . 5.52 1107 


In Philad lphia no case of 
the Board of Health siace 
when one case was reported. 


Cholera has been 
17th instant 
The genera! 
is as good as is usually experienced at this se 
and, whilst we 


the 


til 


FF P 
health of 


uD yesterday, 


the city 
ason of the year; 
have no 


reason to expect an exemption from 


the calamity with which our sister city, not a hundred miles | 


distant, and with which there is daily aud uninterrupted inter- 





course, is afflicted, the opinion is entertained, by some of our 
respectable physicians,that the disease may possibly present itse! 


r a mitigated form. 


ee 


‘he whole community. almost, has pass- 
'through what are called the premonitory syinpt Withio 


the last three weeks, scarcely an individual has escaped from 


tins. 


experiencing some derangement of the stomach or bowels— 
}and diarrhea and ordinary cholera morbus have very exten- 
sively prevailed, as they appear to have done every where pre- 
viously to the visit of the Malignant Cholera. 





We remarked, upon a former oceasion, that the general sen- 
timent prevailing at the North. ia favor of the constitutionality 


of the American System, was no stronger evidence that that 
System was really constitutional, than the general prevalence, 
at the South, of an opposite opinion, was evidence of its un- 
constitutionality. ‘The question, |tke all ot}, 
litics, is to be determined by the exercise of 


er questions in po- 


without having examined it,is just as prepos- 


opinion upon it, 


terous as it would be for a man to give an opinion upon the 


possibility of inventing a self-moving machine, without being 
acquainted with the principles of natural plilesopby. Great | 


to be deeided by outery 


questions of constitutional law 


They 


a candid, unprejudiced, and impartial examination. The 


are ool 


and bhuzzas. their-complete unde retanding, 


require, for 
tial 
whose pecuniary interests are deeply at stake upon the issue, 
or whose political prospects are identified with this or that view 
sent 


of the subject, is not qualified to sit in Judgu i a Case t 


which he is a party. 





In favor of the consti- 
we fiad arrayed, a 
cotton and woollen manufacturer. every iron master, 


e facts before us? 
tutionality of the “System, 


Now. what are t! 
to 
every su- 


r planter, every gunpowder maker, and every other 


mono- 





polis in the whele country, whose business is rendered more 
profitable by the exclusion of foreign competition,as well as every 
political trader at the North who makes a business of party poil- 
ties, and who has ideniified his prospects with those of certain 
prominent | 


leaders. Amongst the former class are any who 


pocket, from the System, their teus of thousand 


sof dollars | er 
annum ¢ and ¢ 


. 
7 


Ste 


who can wonder that they believe a thing to be 
coustitutional, which puts money so abundautly into their poc- 
In this matter, we think it quite likely that the convic- 
tion of some of these men, of the constitutionality of the Sys- 
st. 
Curate once expressed some heretical doubt upon a matt 
faith, it was said to him, * You ought to beleve this, because 
the Arch- Bishop it.” ‘Yes, but,” said the 


‘you must recollect that he believes at the rate of twent 


kets. 


| tem, is in exact proportion to their intere When an English 





believes (Curate. 


es 


y theu- 


sand sterling a year, aud I only at the rate of fifty pounds.” 
| Upen the same principle, we ae no doubt that there are men 


a Boston who draw from ten to fifty thousand collars a year 





dividends from manufacturing stocks, who are a thousand times 
jmore convineed of the coustitutionality of the American Sys- 
tem, than some other disciples of the same faith, who do not 
pocket more than a hundred dollars benefit. 

And who do we find arrayed ov the opposite side? Many 
whose interests, it is true, ate deeply aflected by the System, 
but not one who has a direct and great interest, involving his 
whole property. ‘There is no individual who suilers fifty thou- 
sand dollars a year, and few, comparatively. perhaps, who suf- 
fer ten thousand ; 
from ten 


but there are tens of thousands who suffer 
We are fully sa- 
tisfied that the Restrictive System occasions an annual loss 
to the people of the United States, in the increased cost of fo- 
reign and domestic goods. and in the diminution of exports, 


dotlars to a thousand collars. 


arising from our refusal to buy more foreign goods, equal to 
five dollars a head—that is, to sixty-five millions of dollars. 
But admitting, for the sake of argument—what is not, howe- 
ver, the case—that the aggregate gains of the winners are equal 
to the aggregate losses of the losers, is there not a wide diiler- 
ence between the demands of the Tari aud Free Trade Par- 
ties? The former demand that injustice shall he done to oth- 
ers, in order that benefit may accrue to them. The latter sim- 
ply require that equal justice should be done to all. The for- 
mer iusist that the Constitution should be construed in such a 
way as to enrich them and impoverish others.” The latter in- 
sist that the Constitution should be construed according to its 








the last week, has been truly appalling, but we trust it) 
on the decline. The cases and deaths reported by the | 
| try out of their natural channels. 


fair and manifest import. The former insist that the hand of 
the Government shall be employed to force capital and indus- 
The latter insist that both 


reported by | 


a sound and ra- | 
tional investigation ; and, for any man to pretend to give an} 


> | 


man, every | 


er of 


should be left to follow the onli ments » whieh the ninth sa- 
|gacity of man cau find out better than any Government. The 
former says to the Government, You know, better than indivi- 
| duals, what is for their interest, and, therefore, we wish you to 
regulate the employments of the people. The latter says, Mind 
your own business, and let us alone. 

Experience has taught us that a mania for a political mea- 
sure will pass away, as it dees for a particular man. The day 


of t! i€ Alien and Sedition 


ar 





once was. when the coustitutionality « 


' L AWS Was as mucb he Id to he > all artic! e of faith. with a majo- 


rity of Congress. as that of the American Syst em is now, and 
' when the resolute few, who bad independence and patriotism 
| enough to stem a ee current. which bore all before it, 
| were a 


yet what have we 


denouueed as bitte rly as those now are who advocate 
| striet construction of os Constitution. Aud 


iseen? In thirty-four yea 


rs, we have behe!d so complete a 
change of public sentiment on this subject, that we doubt it 
there is a man in the whole country, whe would hazard his re- 


ier 
A opens io by the expression of a belief iu the constitutionality 


‘1 of those laws. 
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FOR THE BANNER OF THE CONSTITUTION. 


RIGHTFUL REMEDIES FOR TILE REDRESS 
OF GRIEVANCES—No. 6. 

We will continue our argument to show that 

‘tion ef the United States was adopted by tu 

sing the Union in their sovereign capacities. 











— oe 


the Constitu- 
he States compri- 


sovereignties into one Consolidated Nz itional Seve ernmeut, as 
was pi op wosed by General Hamilton and Mr. Madison. and to 
‘submit the Constitut ion to the People of the L nited St Ales sa 


their aggregate and national eapacities,a majority of the whole 

Ip eople of the Union would have been competent for the eae 
| tion or rejection of that instrument. And such majority might 
thave been determined either by a General Convention of De- 
|legates from the diflerent States, in proportion to their popula- 


! 

i 

} : : , : : 
Hlad the Federal Convention determined to merge the State 
' 


|tion, or by taking a general vote throughout the U. States, dy 
_me ins of State Conventions, and thus adding all the votes ia: 
| Ken in all the States together, and thereby determining the 


| ini yjorit y- Neither of these methods was 


adopted. The Con- 
vention very props rly de 


termined otherwise. ‘They determin- 
.ed that the Constitution should be submitted to a Cenvention 
‘called in each State, as am independent sovereignty, by the Le- 
| wislature thereof. at such time and place, and as often as by th: 

| A xa of the votes of the 


trereof.a 
iwas deemed nos st expedient. 
| Couvention of the State decided, for that Siate, either to adopt 
jor reject the props Jonstitation. The votes of the Conven- 
tion were not counted as a proportion of the aggregate of all 
the votes of the United States, but as ene rote out of thirleen— 
}and was transmitted as the vote of the State, either rejecting or 
| adopting it. ‘The votes of the States of “ie ae are and Rhode 
| Island counted as much as the votes of Vi irginia and N. York, 
iithough the two latter States had near ten times the popuia- 
| tien of the two for ee the consent of nine out of the thir- 


ceu Stat es Was 


} 
istu 


t required for the adoption of the Constitution. 
As was remarked by Gener al Hayne, a majority of the People 
; ca ‘ 7 e 

‘of any State, however small, bound that State. But nine- 


the People of the United States could not bind the 

ih Island, until Rhode Island, as a State, had 
consented to the compact. Nor could all the People of a dis- 
trict, within a State, constituting a minority, however large, of 
State, bind that distriet as citizens of the United States. 
Thus, in New York the Constitution was adopted by a majo- 
rity of only five votes, and in Virginia by a mayority of only 
ten votes—yet these passed for nothing, while the 


rentus ot 


tT} © 
af ople ol od ec 
? 

hive 


minorities 


small majoritics of Rhode Island aud Delaware courted for feo 
States. 
Again: lad the Convention designed to submit the propo- 


sed F eteral Constitution to the People of the United States at 
large, they would have directed some uniform mode by which 
number of members of the Conventions in the several 
States would have berne a proportion to the population of the 
respective States. On the contrary, in the separate State Con- 
ventions for adopting the Federal Constitution, the number of 
Delegates in each State bore no proportion to the population of 


the 3 





the different States. Thus, the Strate of Connecticut had in 
her Convention 163 Delegates, while New York had only 55— 
Massachuse tts had 355. while Penaosylvania had onty 74—No. 


Carulina had 262, while Virginia had only l6s— 
na had near fen times as many as Georgia, Viz. 222 to 20. We 
regard this circumstance alone as cenclusive to show that the 
Pecpie of each State, in its sovereign capacity, adopted the 
Constitution : for this mode of ratification would have been 
perfectly just and reasonable, if we consider the Constitetion 
assratified by the States in their sovereign capacity, but would 
have been manifestly absurd if we consider it as ratified b y the 
People of the United States in their aggregate ca; peng: 

Neither was the approbation of nine States absolute evi- 
dence of the sentiments of the People of the United States : 
for it might have happened that the four large States.of Virgi- 
nia, Peonsylvavia, New York, and Massachusetts, might have 
rejected the Constitution ; yet these four States, at the time of 
the adoption of the F ederai Constitution, constituted a majori- 
ty of the People of the United States, and the other bine rati- 
fying States a minority—yet the Constitution would go into 
operation. And, on the contrary, it might have happened that 
the small States of Delaware, Rhode Island, Georgia, New 
iiampshire, and New Jersey, might have rejected the Consti- 
tution ; but these five States did not constitute one-fifth of the 
People of the United States at the time of the adoption of the 
Constitution. Therefore, the eight States constitating four-filths 
of the People of the Union, would have been controlled and 
governed by the five smail rejecting States. 

Again: In the provision for making and adopting amend- 
ments, the Constitution refers the matter to the States, and not 
to the People at large ; and with the same disregard whether 
amendments be ratified by majorities or minorities of the ag- 
gregate People of the United States, as in the original adop- 
tion of the Constitution itself. 

For, although it requires three-fourths of the States to con- 
cur in making ameudments to the Constitution of the United 


South Caruli- 
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States, yet, at the present time, amendments may be made by| 
a minority of the People of the United States—ibe six largest 
States of the Union containing more citizens, by the last cen- 
sus, than the other eighteen States. 

We must, therefore, in either case, believe the Convention 
guilty-of the strange absurdity of directing that the majority 
might be governed by the minority—or, that the opinion of the 
Supreme Court, Mr. Webster, and all the friends of Consolida- 
tioa, is incorrect, and that the Constitution is a compact be- 
tween free, sovereign, and independent States. 

But, if the Constitution emanated from the States in their 
sovereign capacity, this plan of ratification is perfectly wise, 
aud judicious, and consistent with the principles of interna- 
tional jurisprudence. For, as all independent sovereigns are 
equal by the Law of Nations, it was, therefore, perfectly fair, 
that, in the adoption of the Constitution, no distinction should 
be made between the large and the small States. It was also 
perfectly correct that the interests of nine States should not be 
postpoved or defeated by the other four, particularly as they 
would not be bound by the adoption of the Coustitution, but 
still retain the free and uurestrained exercise of all their sove- 
reiga rights. 

Mr. Henry Lee (in the Virginia Convention,) said : * If this 
were a Consolidated Government, ought it not to be ratified by 
a majority of the People as individuals, and not as States? 
Suppose Virginia, Connecticut, Massachusetts, and Pennsylva- | 
nia, had ratified it—these four States, being a majority of the 
People of America, would, by their adoption, have made it 
binding on all the States, had they been a Consolidated Go- 
verument. But it is only the Government of those seven States 
who have adopted it. If the hon. gentleman will attend to 
this, we shall hear no more of consolidation.” 

Mr. Madison says, (federalist, No. XL,) “Jn one particular 
it is admitted that the Convention have departed from the te- 
nor of their commission. Lnstead of reporting a plan requiring 
the confirmation of all the States, they have reported a plan 
which is to be confirmed, and may be carried into effect, by 
nine States only. It is worthy of remark, that this objection, 
though the most plausible, has been tLe least urged in the pub- 
lications which have swarmed against the Constitution. The 
forbearauce can only have proceeded from an irresistible con- 
viction of the gross absurdity of subjecting the fate of twelve 
States to the perverseness or corruption of a thiiteenth, from 
the example of inflexible opposition given by a minority of one- 
sixtieth of the People of America, to a measure approved and 
called for by the voice of twelve States, comprising filty-nine 
sixtieths of the People—au example still fresh in the memory 
and indignation of every citizen who felt for the wounded ho- 
nor and prosperity of his country.” 

Again: If the Constitation of the United States had eman- 
ated from the People as ove entire nation, the miuority ought 
to have been bound by the majority, and the States voting 
against the adoption equally bound with those voting for it. 
But, if every other State in the Union had unanimously adopt- 
ed the Constitution, except Rhode Island, and that State had 
rejected it by a majority of a single vote, Rhode Island would 
not have been bound by it. 

But if, as we contend, the Constitution was formed by the 
States as independent sovereignties, the direction of the Couven- 
tion, that on/y the ratifying States should be bound by the Con- 
stitution, was perfectly in accordance with the Law of Na- 
tions : for no nation can be bound, in any compact with ano- 
ther, except with its own consent, expressly given. The pro- 
vision, in the Constitution, requiring unanimity-.of the States to 
be bound, is alone suflicient to show that the Constitution is a 
compact, to which the sovereign States are parties, aud, there- 
fore, Federal. 

The author of the Crisis, already cited, remarks, upon this 
subject—** The only question is, Who ratified it?) The People, 
it is true, did it——who else could ratify it? But did the People 
ratify it as the People at large? The answer has already been 
rive : the votes were pot a portion of the aggregate votes of 
all the individuals in the Uuned States, but the vote as one 
People : it was a single vote: who but a State can give a sia- 
gle vote? What is the character of a Confederacy of States, 
according to our own experience! The voting by States. Ii 
South Cerolina,iu giving her assent to the compact, votes pre- 
cisely as she did ia the Confederation, her influence being one- 
thirteenth of the whole, is it not absurd to say that this ratifica- 
tion is not a Federal act ?"—p.101. 

Tne Committee of the Senate of South Carolina, in their 
Report of 1827, before referred to, say : ** In the formation of 
the Constitution of the United States, it might have been or- 





nion of your Committee, one of the most daugerous doctrines 
that can be promulgated : for by it is established the principle 
that the Government is not responsible for any violation of the 
compact, excepting to the People at large, as its constituents. 
This would be Consolidation in its very essence ; it would be to 
break down the lines which separate the powers of Congress 
from the powers of the States.” —p.7. , , 

And the same-Comumittee reported, trter alia, the following 
resolution : 

“* Resolved, That the Constitution of the United States is a 
compact between the People of the different States with each 
other, as separate and independent sovercigntics,” &e. 

Mr. Madison says : **On examining the first relation, it ap- 
pears, on the one hand, that the Constitution is to be founded 
on the assent and ratification of the People of America, given 
by deputies elected for the special purpose ; but, on the other, 
that this assent and ratification is to be given by the People, not 
as individuals, composing cne entire nation, but as composing 
the distinct and independent States to which they respectively 
belong. It is to be the assent and ratification of the several 
States, derived from the supreme authority in each State, the 
authority of the People themselves. The act, therefore, of es- 
tablishing the Constitution, will not be a National, but a Fede- 
ral act. 

“That it will be a Federal, and not a National act, as these 
terms are uuderstood by the objectors, the act of the People, as 
formiug so many independent States, not as forming ove ag- 
gregate nation, is obvious from this single consideration, that 
it is to be the result neither from the decision of a majority of 
the People of the Union, nor from that of a majority of the 
States. It must result from the unanimous assent of the several 
States that are parties to it, diflering oo otherwise from their 
ordinary assent, than in its being expressed, not by the legisla- 
tive authority, but by that of the People themselves. Were 
the People regarded, in this transaction, as forming one nation, 
the will of the majority of the whole People of the U. States 
would bind the minority, in the same manner as a majority. of 
each State binds the minority ; and the will of the majority 
must be determined, either by a comparison of the individual 
votes, or by considering the will of the majority of the States 
as evidence of the will of the majority of the United States. 
Neither of these rules has been adopted. Hach State, in rati 
fying the Constitution, is considered as @ sovereign body, nde- 
pendently of all others, and ouly bound by its own voluntary 
act. In this relation, then, the Constitution will, if establish- 
ed, be a Federal, and not a National, Constitution.”’-—-| Fede- 
ralist, No. 39. 

Again: Mr. Madison, in his celebrated Report of 1800, says: 
“The other position iuvolved in this branch of the resolution, 
namely, that the Slates are parties to the Consitution, or com- 
pact, is, iu the judgment of the Committee, equally free from 
objection. If is, indeed, true, that the term * State” is some- 
times used in a vague sense, and sometimes in different senses 
according to the subject to which it is applied. ‘Thus, it some- 
times means the separate section of territory occupied by the 
political societies, sometimes the particular Government esta- 
blished by those societies as organized into those particular Go- 
vernments, and, lastly, it means the People composing those po- 
litical societies, in Uieir highest sovereiga capacity. 

“Although it might be wished that the perfection of lan- 
guage admitted less diversity in the siguification of the same 
words, yet little inconvenience is produced by it where the true 
sense can be collected with certainty from the diferent appli 
cation. In the present instance, whatever different construc- 
tien of the term “ Srate,” in the resolution, may heve been en- 
tertained, all, at least, concur in the last mentioned——because, 
in that sense the Coustitution was submitted to the Slates--in 
that sense the States ratified it—and, in that sense of the term 
“ States,” they are, consequently, parties to the compact from 
which the powers of the Federal Government result.” 


New Jersey. SULPICIUS. 





INFLUENCE OF THE TARIFF UPON WAGES. 


From the New Jerscy Chronicl 


—— 


that that time had gone by forever ; but, if it was to be reyj. 
ved, he would have suspected any man of attempting its rey. 
val, rather than the gentleman from South Carolina. He chose 
to understand the significant emphasis, and still more sigoificant 
looks, of the Senator from South Caroliva. He had been iy 
conversation with a friend siuing behind him, who was his 
neighwor, and his friend ; and, with whatever forbearance he 
might receive any thing coming from that geotleman (Mr. HH.) 
concerning himself alone, he would not permit his friend to be 
sneered at, and remain patient and silent. He suggested thar. 
ifa certain Kaglish blacksmith were now to kuock at the door 
of the Senate Chamber, with his horse-shoes, the gentlemay 
from South Carolina would be the first to let him it. He ther 
referred to the opinion of Albert Gallatin, that citizens had 
right to be present at the deliberations of Congress, and to giv. 
information to their Representatives, on all matters concerviny 
the public interest. He wished the Senator from South Caro. 
lina to know, once for all, that be would not be permitted \ 
sneer at any friend of his. Mr. Hayne rejoined, that he hac 
seen an individual leaning over the bar at the moment be ha’ 
made a proposition to the Senate; and that, if he should agaiy 
see such a violation of the rules of the Senate, he would move 
to expel the individual who might be guilty of it. Mr. Clay 
said, that he occupied an outside seat, where‘he was accustom. 
ed to converse with his friends, and he would assure the Sena- 
tor, that, whenever he moved to expel any friend of bis, for 


should not leave the Chamber unless be himself went with 
him. While the Senator thus denounced all the friends of th: 
Tariff, all ov his own side were very clever fellows. He asked 
the gentleman why be did uot direct his indignation against a 
little fellow, about four feet ten inches high, with red hair, who 
might be seen daily limping about the lobbies, and who had 
been summoned here by the Secretary of the Treasury, aud re 
ceived three dollars a day, for the purpose of putting down thy 
Tariff. Why, when honorable citizens on this floor were mad, 
the subject of attack, why was not Moses Myers, the Jew, de- 
nounced ? 

The scene ended here, but I presume that some unpleasaor 
feelings remained long afterwards. 





From the N. Y. Journal of Commerce. 





THE LITTLE FACTORY GIRL, 


To a move fortunate Playmate. 
J often think how once we used 
In summer fields to play, 
And 1un about, and breathe the air 
That made as glad and gay; 
We used to gather buttereups, 
Aud chase the butterfly— 
I lov’d to feel the light breeze lift 
My hair, as it went by. 


’o you still play in those bright fields? 

And are the flowers still there? 

There are no fields where J live nove, 
No flowers auy where. 

But day by day I go and tern 
A dull and tedious wheel: 

You cannot think how sad, and tired, 
And faint, I often feel. 


I hurry home to snatch the meal 
My mother can supply ; 

Then back I hasten to the task, 
‘That not to hate, I try. 

At night my mother kisses me, 
Wheu she has combed my harr, 

And laid me in my littl bed— 
But, Dm not happy there. 


I dream about the fuctorv, 


holding such intercourse, he might be assured that his trieud 





dered, had the Convention willed it, that its ratification was to 
be derived from the People of the United Stites considered \ag- 


gregately —in which case, the will of the majority of all the | 
People of the United States would have beeo necessary before | 


it should go into operation. But ao such rule was adopted, or 
a the People was required to be given by deputies selected for 
the purpose, the assent was, nevertheless, given by the Peorle 
—not as individuals, composing one entire nation, bat as com- 
posing the separate and independent communities to which 
they severally belonged. ‘The votes of each particular State 
Coavention wes transmitted as the vote of the State as a sore- 
reign body, and vot as the act of the individuals of that State, 
as forming its proportion of the ag sregate of all the inhabi- 
tants of the Luited States. 


mives, beyond all ethers, the clear intention of the Convention 
that the Government of the Union was to emanate from the 
State sovereigaties, itis that provision, in the instrument, which 
regards the ratification as complete as soon as the People of 
nine States should asscat to the Constitution. Such a provision 
as this wou'd be utterly inconsistent with the opposite plan of 
making the conseut of the People at large prerequisite to its 
operation—because it might have happened, under such a plan, 
that four large States, rejecting the Constitution, might have 
comprised a majority of all the inhabitants in the afferent 
ir would be a reproach to the sagacity and foresight 
of the Convention, to imagine that it was the intention of that 
hody that the Government should be National, and not Federal, 
in its creatiou—that it would set forth a proposal, or adopt a 
plan, by which it was possible that the then existing Government 
should cease, and a new Government should go into operation 
with the assent of such nine States as might form a mivority 


States. 


of the People of the United States. 


“The doctrine of the Constitution of the U. States emana- 
ting from the Peopie, and not from the States, is, in the opi- 


al ‘ . : 'one interest at the expense of all others : for, with every in- 
even proposed, in the General Convention. Phough the assent | 


where, besides profits, they can realize bounties of from 35 to 


| arp mm -& ' . J ; fer. | car, e . . 
If there be a fact which deter | ‘There are hundreds in this place, whe cap bear testimony to 


‘these truths. 


There is one fact which demonstrates exactly the amount of 
benefit derived, by the journeymen mechanics, from the Tarif 
Laws of this country, to wit, that, with every addition which 
has from time to time been made to the Tariff duties, there has 
been a general aud essential reduction of journeymeu's wages 
in every brauch of mechanism benefitted by those duties. ‘This 
fact cannot be evaded by equivocetion, nor explained away by 
sophistry, and stands a living evidence of the utter inutility of 
these enormous duties, so far as operatives are concerved. ‘This 
reduction of wages is the most natural consequence of the ma- 
ny deplorable ones which result from an uodue protection of 


crease of bounty, is added inducements to the capitalist to 
withdraw his means from unprotected pursuits, and invest them 


200 per centum. The oppression of the poor is as naturally 
consequent, as night is to day: for the huge capitais thus drawn 
together, by a few wealthy speculators, enables them to erush, 
in an instant, apy attempts at competition ou the part of the 
operatives, who are obliged to succumb to the tyranny of the 
mouopolizing capitalist, or seek some other mcans of sapport. 





LOBBY MEMBERS OF THE SUCNATE. 


Extract from a Letter published in the Providence Journal, a 
Tariff paper: 

While the bill was in progress, on the 3d of July, Mr. Abbott 
Lawrence, a gentleman from Boston, who was on the floor, ad- 
dressed a few words to Mr. Webster, and one or two Senators 
whose seats were convenient to him. This simple, common, and 
unoffending act, was noticed by Mr. Hayne, who, it appears, 
had, at that moment, submitted some propositions. Mr. Hayne 
quickly seized an occasion to advert to this act. He at once 
charged the manufacturers with directly interfering with the 
legislation of the Senate, and with gross violation of the rules 
of the Senate, for the purpose of furthering their individual in- 
terests. Mr. Webster replied, that there was a ume when ci- 
tizens of the United States could vot come within these walls 


"The fines that on us wait— 
I start, and ask my father if 
I have not lain too late. 
Aud once I heard my father say, 
‘*( better were a grave, 
“Than such a life as this, for thee, 
“'Phou littl sinless slave '” 


I wonder if L ever shall 
Obtain a holiday ! 

Oh, if I do, Vil go to you, 
And spend it all in play ! 

And then [ll bring some flowers home, 
If wou will give me some— 

And at my work I'll think of them, 
And holidays to come! 
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| without the risk of imputations of their honor. He had hoped 


| phia. 
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